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SYNOPSIS

The Regulatory Works Appendix describes the engineering works that would be
necessary to accomplish limited regulation of Lake Erie. It also describes
the remedial works that would be required in the St. Lawrence River to accom-
modate combined regulation plans for Lakes Erie and Ontario. Plans for
limited regulation of Lake Erie are described in the International Lake Erie
Regulation Study Board's main report and Appendix A - Lake Regulation.

Limited regulation of Lake Erie would require dredging of its outlet river so
that greater flows could be released at times when high supplies to the upper
Great Lakes occur, and a control structure capable of restoring the prepro-
ject outflow condition when supplies are below average. This appendix
describes the existing facilities in the outlet of the Lake Erie, and
discusses the problems encounted in providing such structures. It also
outlines several Niagara regulatory works alternatives, describes the design

criteria, and the methods used in preparing preliminary designs and cost
estimates.

The various regulation plans developed for Lake Erie require various
increases in outlet capacity. In order to implement these regulation plans,
the Board examined seven different Niagara alternative structures. These
structures would have capacities ranging from 4,000 cubic feet per second,
such as the case of the modified Black Rock Navigation Lock, to about 30,000
cfs, such as the case of the partial Niagara River structure.

From a series of Lake Erie regulation plans, the Board selected three for
more detailed evaluation. These are Plans 6L, 155, and 25N. Plan 6L would
require the use of the Black Rock Navigation Lock modified to permit year-
round operation. The average annual costs and their cost in equivalent pre-
sent worth, are $1.2 million and $13.8 million, respectively. Plan 155 would
require the construction of a Squaw Island diversion channel. The average
annual costs and their cost in equivalent present worth, are $2.0 million and
$22.5 million, respectively. Plans 25N would require channel enlargement in
the Niagara River, and construction of a structure extending part way from
the shore into the Niagara River. The average annual costs and their cost in

equivalent present worth, are $11.6 million and $134.3 million. All cost
figures are at July 1979 price level,

Limited regulation of Lake Erie would change the sequence and magnitude of
supplies to Lake Ontario. Noting that the St. Lawrence Seaway and Power
Project could not cope with the record high water supplies to Lake Ontario in
the early 1970's, the Board estimated the locations and extents of channel
enlargements that would be required in the St. Lawrence River. Such channel
enlargements would provide the additional capacities so that, when tested
over the study period 1900-1976, the resulting levels and outflows of Lake
Ontario would satisfy the International Joint Comission's Orders of Approval
for the regulation of Lake Ontario.

To provide the capacities solely to accommodate the high supplies of the
early 1970's, channel enlargements in the International and Canadian Reaches
of the St. Lawrence River would be required. The average annual costs and
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their cost in equivalent present worth, are $6.9 million and $80.1 million,
respectively. No additional channel enlargement would be required for Plan
6L. To accommodate Plan 15S, the average annual costs of the channel
enlargement in the St. Lawrence River, and their cost in present worth, are
$8.3 million and $96.7 million, respectively. To accommodate Plan 25N, the
average annual costs of the channel enlargement in the St. Lawrence River and

their cost in present worth, are $7.4 million and $85.6 million,
respectively.
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Section 1

INTRODUCT ION

i.1 General

As a result of a recommendation in the International Joint Commission's
1976 Report to the Governments of Canada and the United States, entitled
"Further Regulation of the Great Lakes," the Governments issued on
February 21, 1977 a reference to the International Joint Commission (IJC).
Pursuant to this reference, the Comnission established the International
Lake Erie Regulation Study Board. The Commission directed the Board to
undertake a study to determine possibilities for lowering extremely high
water levels by limited regulation of Lake Erie, taking into account the
applicable Orders of Approval of the Commnission and the recommendations of
the Canada-Quebec study of flow regulation in the Montreal region. As part
of the study, the Board examined a broad spectrum of regulation-related
economic, social, and environmental effects of limited regulation throughout
the Great Lakes Basin, including the International and Canadian Reaches of
the St. Lawrence River. Any modification to the outflows of Lake Erie would
affect a portion of the supply of water to Lake Ontario and, to some extent,
affect the levels and outflows of the upper Great Lakes. In this regard, the
Board evaluated three regulation categories for study purposes. Categories 1
g , and 2 consider Lake Erie regulation constrained by the present Orders of
i Approval and channel limitations of the St. Lawrence River. C(Category 3 con-
. siders channel modifications and/or remedial measures in the St. Lawrence
River to accommodate regulation of Lakes trie and Ontario. A more detailed
description of the three regulation categories is presented in Appendix A,
Lake Regulation. The Commission further directed that if the Board finds
that new or altered regulatory works or other measures would be practical, it
should estimate their costs, and the effects, whether beneficial or adverse,
on the various interests., Moreover, the cost and effects of remedial works
needed to compensate for any adverse effects resulting from such regulatory
works should also be examined. In this regard, the Board studied the reme-
dial works that would be necessary in the St. Lawrence River to accommodate
increased flows resulting from limited regulation of Lake Erie under
Category 3.

e e o i em—— ——— S ————————_— - 4= A ——

Limited regulation of Lake Erie requires up to three basic engineering
alterations: first, channel enlargenents are required to increase the
discharge capacity of the Niagara River outlet so that, when necessary, more
water could be released than under unregulated conditions; second, a control
structure is needed to decrease the outflow to restore preproject conditions
during periods of low and average lake levels; and, third, channel enlarge-
ments are necessary to increase the discharge capacity of the St. Lawrence
River so as to meet the requirements for the regulation of Lake Ontario. The
channel enlargements, new structures, and appurtenant works considered
necessary to accomplish limited reyulation of Lake Erie are the subject of
' this Appendix.
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1.2 Purpose

The purpose of this Appendix is to describe the outlet systems of Lake
Erie and Lake Ontario, the problems to be faced in providing the required
regulatory and remedial facilities, the design criteria and methods used, and
the preliminary designs and cost estimates of the engineering works which
w:uld be required to institute the various regulation plans considered in
this study.

1.3 Scope

To provide limited regulation of Lake Erie under Categories 1 and 2, a
control structure and/or channel enlargement would be required at the head of
the Niagara River. Section 2 of this Appendix deals with the Niagara River
system and discusses the various regulatory works alternatives that were con-
sidered in the study process. The St. Lawrence River system is the subject
of Section 3. Limited regulation of Lake Erie would result in an increase in
the frequency and duration of high Lake Ontario outflows and would require an
increase in the discharge capacity of the St. Lawrence River under Category
3. To provide the necessary discharge capacity, channel enlargements would
be required in certain sections of the International Reach of the river. In
addition, channel enlargements would also be required in the Lachine Rapids
section of the Canadian Reach to mitigate flooding in Lake St. Louis area.
The designs and cost estimates for each regulatory works alternative are
included in Sections 2 and 3 along with cost estimates for the various
selected regulation plans.

Throughout the course of these studies, a number of reports were pre-
pared by various governmental agencies and private consulting engineering
firms from which appropriate material was drawn for the purpose of the preli-
minary design of regulatory works. A reference list is included in Annex C.

A1)l data which were used during the course of these regulatory works
studies, including contributory reports, are filed in a central location in
Canada and the United States. These data may be obtained at either of the
following agencies:

Water Planning and Management Branch
Inland Waters Directorate
Enviromment Canada

P.0. Box 5050

Burlington, Ontario Canada L7R4A6

Buffalo District

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

1776 Niagara Street

Buffalo, New York, U. S. A. 14207

1.4 Study Organization
The Working Committee, established by the Lake Erie Regulation Study

Board, created a Regulatory Works Subcommittee to conduct the necessary engi-
neering studies and to prepare designs and cost estimates of the works which

8-2
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would be required to implement the selected regulations plans. The terms of
reference of the subcommittee are reproduced as Annex A. The subcommittee
was comprised of personnel from the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, Power
Authority of State of New York, New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation, St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation, Canadian
Department of civironment, Canadian Department of Public Works and Ontario
Hydro. The members of this subcommittee are listed in Annex B.

1.5 Prior Studies

The most significant relevent prior studies were conducted by the
International Great Lakes Levels Board and the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers.
The findings of the Levels Board were published in a report dated December
1973, entitled "Regulation of Great Lakes Water Levels, Report to the
International Joint Commission.” Appendix G of that report describes the
engineering works that would be necessary to accomplish further regulation of
the levels and flows of the Great Lakes. In particular, Section 4 of
Appendix G describes two alternatives for Niagara River control structures
and channel enlargement to either increase or decrease the levels and flows
of Lake Erie. Section 4 also provides a preliminary appraisal of a plan for
increasing Lake Erie outflow via the Black Rock Canal and a diversion
channel/control structure to be located on Squaw Island. The findings of the
Corps of Engineers were published in a report dated September 1974, entitled
“Report on Superior-Erie-Ontario Regulation Plan, SEQ-17P." The letter
report focused on plans for the limited regulation of Lake Erie and was an
extension of the Squaw Island diversion channel study documented in the 1973
Levels Board Report discussed above. For the present study, a wide range of
alternative plans were developed and optimized utilizing different types and
locations of structures.

The subcommittee has also, wherever appropriate, referred to and drawn
upon information given in reports of other IJC studies and the results of
various independent studies.

8-3




Section 2
NIAGARA RIVER SYSTEM
2.1 Preface

An array of structural alternatives in the Niagara River was chosen to
accommodate a wide range of flows permitting limited regulation of Lake
Erie associated with the three regulation categories selected for study
purposes and discussed in Section 1.1. Preliminary engineering designs and
cost estimates for regulatory works in the Niagara River were prepared to:
4 (1) facilitate site selection; (2) provide a range of discharge capacity
’ versus cost curves to be used as input during the formulation of regulation
i plans; and (3) form a basis for the evaluation of the selected regulation
| plans presented in Appendix A, Lake Regulation. The following is a detailed

summary of the studies completed and preliminary results.

‘ 2.2 Description of the Project Area

The Niagara River, about 35 miles in length, links Lake Erie at Buffalo,
New York, and Lake Ontario at Niagara-on-the-Lake, Ontario. The average
fall over its course is 325 feet, about half of which is concentrated at
Niagara Falls, located approximately 22 miles below the head of the river.
Over the period 1900-1976, the monthly mean Niagara Rijver discharge has
varied from 265,000 cfs to 116,000 cfs and has averaged about 200,000 cfs.
A portion of the Lake Erie outflow is also diverted through the Welland
Canal.

2.2.1 General

An outstanding physical characteristic of the Niagara River is the
rapid change in the water surface profile between various points on the river
system. The Niagara River may be considered to consist of three major
reaches: the Upper Niagara River; the Niagara Cascades and Falls; and, the
Lower Niagara River which extends from the foot of the Falls at the
Maid-of-the Mist Pool to Lake Ontario. A location map of the Niagara River
and surrounding area is shown on Figure B-1.

The Upper Niagara River, which extends from Lake Erie below Buffalo
Harbor to the Cascades and Niagara Falls, is of primary interest since regu-
latory works must be located in the upper portion of this reach to fulfill
the study objectives. An aerial photograph of the reach, extending from the
Pegce Bridge to the downstream extremity of Squaw Island is shown on Figure
B"o

5 miles, the channel width varies from 9,000 feet at its funnel-shaped
entrance to 1,500 feet at Squaw Island below the Peace Bridge. The fall over
this upper 5-mile portion is 6.1 feet. In the upper 2 miles of the river,
the maximum depth is approximately 20 feet with velocities as high as 12 fps
in the vicinity of the Peace Bridge. This part of the river is paralleled by
the Black Rock Canal. Below Squaw Island, the river widens to approximately
2,000 feet and becomes more placid with velocities of 4 to 5 feet per second.

From Lake Erie to Strawberry Island, a distance of approximately '
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The Upper Niagara River is suitable for recreational boating. Downstream
from Navy Island, boating is discouraged due to the danger of being swept
over Niagara Falls,

At Strawberry and Grand Islands, the river is divided into two channels,
the Chippawa Channel and the Tonawanda Channel. The Chippawa Channel is
approximately 11 miles in length and varies from 2,000 to 4,000 feet in
width. Velocities range from 2 to 3 fps. The Chippawa Channel carries
approximately 60 percent of the total river flow. The Tonawanda Channel is
approx imately 15 miles long and varies from 1,500 to 2,000 feet in width
above Tonawanda Island. Downstream thereof, the channel varies from 1,500 to
4,000 feet in width. Velocities range from 2 to 3 fps. The islands of Navy
and Tonawanda are located in the Chippawa and Tonawanda Channels,
respectively.

At the foot (north) of Grand Island, the channels unite to form the
3-mile-long Chippawa-Grass Island Pool which leads to a partial control
structure extending from the Canadian shoreline. This structure is located
approximately 4,500 feet upstream of the Falls. The fall from Lake Erie to
the Chippawa-Grass Island Pool control structure is about 10 feet.

The immediate project area extends from Lake Erie below Buffalo Harbor
to the downstream extremity of Squaw Island, a distance of approximately
3-1/2 miles.

2.2.2 Existing Regulatory Works

To fulfill the objectives of the 1950 Niagara Diversion Treaty, a
control structure was constructed in the lower end of the Chippawa-Grass
Island Pool approximately 4,500 feet upstream of the Falls. The control
structure permits the diversion of water to the Sir Adam Beck and Robert
Moses high-head power plants and the maintenance of the minimum flows
required by the Treaty over the Falls, The original structure, as
constructed between 1954 and 1957, consists of thirteen 100-foot gates for a
total length of 1,500 feet. Following completion of power facilities expan-
sion in 1961, five additional 100-foot gates were constructed between 1961
and 1963. A man-made island, called Tower Island, was constructed at the end
of the structure. ]

The control structure is operated by the Power Entities to maintain
flows of not less than 100,000 cfs over the Falls during the daylight hours
of the tourist season and not less than 50,000 cfs at other times. The
directives of the International Niagara Board of Control, dated 30 June 1955
and 27 February 1973, require the entities to operate the control structure
such that the levels of Chippawa-Grass Island Pool are maintained as near as
practicable to its long-term mean natural level of 561.0 feet (IGLD) as
recorded at Material Dock gauge. The effect of this control structure does
not extend far enough upstream to alter the natural outflow of Lake Erfe into
the Niagara River.




2.2.3 Power Facilities and Flows

A1l power diversions are made in compliance with the 1950 Niagara
Diversion Treaty so that the criteria as outlined in paragraph 2.2.2 above
are met. A description of the plants and the corresponding diversions are
discussed in Appendix E, Power.

2.2.4 Navigation Facilities

The Black Rock Canal parallels the upper reach of the Niagara River
from Buffalo Harbor to the downstream end of Squaw Island, from which point a
navigation channel in the river extends to Tonawanda, New York. The canal
and navigation channel have a depth of about 21 feet. The canal provides an
alternate route around the constricted, shallow, and high velocity Peace
Bridge reach at the head of Niagara River. Extending from Buffalo Harbor to
the river above Strawberry Island, the canal is separated from the river by a
series of stone and concrete walls and by Squaw Island. The Biack Rock Lock,
which has a 1ift of about 5 feet, is located near the lower end of the canal.
Operation of the lock requires the equivalent of a flow of about 10 cfs.
From Tonawanda to Niagara Falls, New York, opposite the southern tip of Grand
Island, a navigation channel with a minimum depth of 12 feet below low water
datum is maintained.

A further discussion of navigation facilities and the effects of
limited regulation of Lake Erie on commercial navigation can be found in
Appendix C, Commercial Navigation.

2.2.5 Bridges, Docks, and Other Facilities

Two bridges linking the Province of Ontario and the State of New York
are located over the Upper Niagara River. The Peace Bridge (highway) crosses
the head of the river and the Black Rock Canal near Lake Erie. The
International Railroad bridge crosses the river and the canal about 1.5 miles
downstream from the Peace Bridge. The South and North Grand Island highway
bridges traverse the Tonawanda Channel at Kenmore and Niagara Falls, New
York, respectively.

Docks for recreational craft are located at many points along the Upper
Niagara River with a particularly high concentration along Grand Island.
There are commercial docks for bulk commodities along the United States

shorel ine between the lower end of Black Rock Canal and North Tonawanda, New
York.

Several municipal and industrial water intakes and waste outfalls are
located in the upper river. Some of these have structures extending above
the water surface. The Buffalo sewage treatment plant is located on the
upper end of Squaw Island between the Black Rock Canal and the river.

2.3 Selection of Regulatory Works Alternatives

To provide for limited regulation of Lake Erie during periods of high
supply, an array of seven structural alternatives were chosen to accommodate
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a wide range of increased flows from Lake Erie. The locations of the seven
alternatives are shown on Figure B-3. These alternatives are grouped into
three types and involve the following:

1. Series "N" - Construction of a partial control structure located
in the Niagara River along with compensating dredging;

2. Serijes "S" - Construction of a control structure and diversion
channel across Squaw Island;

3. Series "L" - Modification of the existing Black Rock Lock to permit
diversion flow through the open lock chamber.

After reviewing the seven possible alternatives, preliminary designs

and cost estimates were prepared for regulatory works involving five of these
seven alternatives; namely L1, S1, S2, S3, and N3 (Figure B-3). Preliminary
hydraulic investigations of the Niagara River alternatives indicated that Nl
and N2 were the least economical of the river plans and were eliminated from
further consideration. Alternative N3 was selected as the most feasible N
type option. The rationale for selection of alternative N3 is contained in
Annex D.

The three types of regulatory works alternatives under consideration
are discussed briefly below. A detailed description of each alternative is
included in Section 2.6.

2.3.1 Niagara River Alternatives

In the Niagara River, alternatives N1 and N2 would require multi-gated
control structures located at sites previously selected and described in the
Levels Board 1973 Report. Alternative N3 would require a multi-gated struc-
ture located in the river approximately 300 feet downstream from the existing
Peace Bridge. Each of the alternatives would also require extensive coffer-
dams during construction and substantial amounts of rock dredging within the
river channel. Size variations of the series "N" alternatives would increase
the river's annual discharge capacity up to 29,000 cfs and would cost up to
$129.6 million.

Figure B-4 is a location map of alternative N3 which is typical of the
series "N" alternatives.

2.3.2 Black Rock Canal - Squaw Island Alternatives

On Squaw Island, alternative S1 would require a diversion channe! and
control structure located along an alignment selected by the Levels Board and
described in their December 1973 report. Alternative S2 would require a
diversion channel and control structure located along an alignment parallel
to and adjacent to the existing Black Rock Lock. Alternative S3 would
require a control structure located along the existing alignment of the Bird
Island Pier at the upstream end of Squaw Island. Each of the Squaw Island
alternatives also require varying amounts of bank protection at critical
locations along the Black "ock Canal. Likewise, the net annual discharge
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capacity of each alternative would be substantially limited by seasonal navi-
gation requirements in the canal. In addition, alternatives S1 and S2 would
require substantial expenditures for real estate since they would be located
on land owned by the city of Buffalo. Size variations of the series "S"
alternatives would increase the net annual discharge capacity of the Niagara
River up to 12,000 cfs and would cost up to $32.0 million.

Location maps of the series "S" alternatives are shown on Figures B-5,
B-6, and B-7.

2.3.3 Black Rock Canal - Black Rock Lock Alternatives

Alternative L1 would require modifying the existing Black Rock Lock by
the addition of a pair of sector gates. Since dimensional modification of
the lock chamber is not permissible, the maximum discharge capacity of this
alternative is limited. This alternative would also require bank protection
at critical locations along the Black Rock Canal to achieve mid-range through
maximum discharge capacity. In addition, operation of the lock to accom-
modate seasonal navigation requirements in the Black Rock Canal would
substantially limit the net annual discharge capacity of this alternative.
Variations of alternative L1 would increase the net annual discharge capacity
of Niagara River up to 9,000 cfs and would cost up to $13.1 million,

Figure B-8 is a location map of alternative L1 which is ly~ical ~7 the
series "L" alternatives.

2.4 Hydraulic Considerations

The principal hydraulic considerations utilized in studies of Lake
Erie regulatory works are discussed below.

2.4.1 Assumptions

Basic assumptions made in the study process were:

1. Uniform hydraulic conditions for Lake Erie will be adopted in
order to permit the hydrologic comparison of various regulation plans on a
consistent basis;

2. The level of Chippawa-Grass Island Pool will be maintained in
accordance with the current operating procedures directed by the
International Niagara Board of Control, as detailed in its order of
27 February 1973;

3. Flow diversions through the Welland Canal will not change;

4. The Niagara River Ice Boom will be kept in operation;

5. Diversion flows associated with alternatives utilizing the Black
Rock Canal will be subject to operational constraints to accommodate both
commercial and recreational navigation.
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2.4.2 Short Period Water Level! Fluctuations

Of the five Great Lakes, Lake Erie is the shallowest with an average
depth from low water datum of 62 feet. The prevailing wind over the Lake
{ Erie basin is south westerly which coincides with the longitudinal axis of
! the lake causing significant storm surge or wave setup. Of significance,
also, is the oscillation of the lake surface produced by changes in wind
f i and/or barometric pressure commonly referred to as a seiche. Wind-preduced
seiches follow cessation or shifts in wind direction after a period of rela-
tively steady wind in one direction. A rise in water surface elevation, due
3 to storm surge, of 5 feet above the prestorm level can be expected annually
: at Buffalo. The maximum recorded storm surge at the Buffalo gauge is about 8
| feet. This elevation was utilized in the preliminary design of regulatory
works.

: 2.4.3 Ice Problems

During winter, thin ice sheets may form in shallow areas of the Niagara
River near shore. A heavy ice sheet may also form over extensive areas of
the Black Rock Canal. However, the principal problem in the area is the
breakup of the ice field in Lake Erie, which results in the passage of ice !
both down the river and into the canal. Ice floes have been observed with :
thicknesses up to 20 feet in the upper river and up to several feet in the :
canal. The Power Entities, PASNY and Ontario Hydro, employ icebreakers in
the vicinity of their power intakes to maintain power diversions. Frazil and
anchor ice conditions occur periodically, causing reductions in the cross-
sectional area of the river channel and blocking power intakes thus reducing
flows available for power generation. However, frazil and anchor ice

! problems are considered secondary to those caused by the breakup of the Lake
| Erie ice field.

Each winter, beginning in 1964 with the approval of the International
Joint Commission, the Power Entities have installed a floating ice boom in
Lake Erie, at the head of the Niagara River. The boom is normally placed in
December and removed in April. The purpose of the ice boom is to reduce the
frequency and duration of ice runs from Lake Erie. Placement of the boom
hastens and lends stability to the formation of a natural ice arch that takes
place near the head of the Niagara River nearly every winter. Once the ice
arch is formed, the arch bears the normal pressure of lake ice. Under storm
conditions, the boom is designed to submerge in the face of severe ice
pressures thereby permitting some of the ice cover to pass. When the storm
subsides and pressure is dissipated, the boom emerges to prevent continuing
passage of ice. It has been generally successful in preventing severe ice
jamming in the Niagara River.

et ST ¥ vy e e o w1 ma .

Ice problems would have considerable impact on the hydraulic design and
construction of any structure in the Niagara River and would affect, to a
lesser degree, any diversion plan via the Black Rock Canal. Due to the
complexity, variability, and indeterminate nature of the ice problem,
detailed engineering evaluations were deferred. Although ice management
features were incorporated into the preliminary designs and cost estimates :
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based on literature surveys and operational experience, the subject of ice
problems should be thoroughly addressed in any advanced design of structures
in the Niagara River.

2.4.4 OQperational Constraints

Any diversion flow through the Black Rock Canal would have an adverse
impact on both commercial and recreational navigation. To minimize this
impact, diversions via the canal would be restricted to night hours during
the navigation season. Operating plans were developed to be used in
conjunction with the Squaw Island series "S" alternatives and another.
somewhat more restrictive, plan to be used with the Black Rock Lock
series "L" alternative. These operating plans are shown on Figures B-9
and B-10. Each of these operating plans would substantially limit the daily
diversion flows on a seasonal basis in order to accommodate the overall
navigation requirements in the Black Rock Canal. The effect of each
operating plan on diversion flow in the canal is indicated by an efficiency
factor. This factor represents the percentage of possible channel capacity
available due to the imposed operating constraints.

2.4.5 Methodology

Steady-state mathematical models were developed for hydraulic analyses
of the Upper Niagara River and the Black Rock Canal. Essentially, the models
are computer programs which perform backwater computations under steady-state
flow conditions. The Niagara River model extends from the Chippawa-Grass
Island Pool to the head of the river at Buffalo, New York and utilizes a
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers computer program entitled, “Steady-State
Sub~Critical Flow Backwater Model for the Niagara River." A listing of this
computer program is contained in Annex E. The Black Rock Canal model extends
from the appropriate downstream confluence of the canal and river, depending
upon the alternative under study, to the head of the canal at Buffalo Harbor.
This model employs a computer program developed by the U. S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Hydrologic Engineering Center, and entitled, "Computer Program
723-X6-L202A; HEC-2 Water Surface Profiles." The models were calibrated
using flows and levels obtained by measurement programs conducted by Water

Survey of Canada, Environment Canada, and Detroit District, U. S. Army Corps
of Engineers.

The mathematical models were utilized to determine the nature and extent
of channel enlargements and/or modifications needed to meet the hydraulic
requirements of any selected regulation plan. For any given alternative, the
models were used to determine the resulting water surface elevations and
average channel velocities at strategic locations along the river and canal.
In addition, channel capacities, channel excavation, length of control
structures, and length and locations of associated bank and shore protection
works were determined, based on output data from these models.

Cross sections of the river channel extending from the Slaters Point
gauge, located at the head of the Chippawa-Grass Island Pool, to Lake Erie

were incorporated into the Niagara River model. Backwater computations were
then initiated at the Chippawa-Grass Island Pool, using the water level
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OPERATING PLAN I FOR DIVERSION VIA BLACK ROCK CANAL
ALTERNATIVES S1, S2, and S3

ASSUMPTIONS :

1. Diversion flows in the Black Rock Canal will be limited to the following
periods:

Mid-April to May - 12 hours per day

June to August - 8 hours per day

September to mid-December - 12 hours per day
Mid-December to mid-April - 24 hours per day

2. Commercial navigation in the Black Rock Canal will be permitted during
the remaining periods.

3. Recreational navigation will be allowed unlimited use of the canal during
the commercial navigation periods.

AVERAGE ANNUAL EFFICIENCY FACTOR*:

Average annual factor - 62.5 percent

SEASONAL VARIATION IN EFFUCIENCY FACTOR*:

o

Mid-April to May - 50 percent

June to August - 33-1/3 percent
September to mid-December - 50 percent
Mid-December to mid-April - 100 percent

* Percentage of possible channel capacity available due to operating

constraints.

Figure B-9

B-19

g o g




OPERATING PLAN II FOR DIVERSION VIA BLACK ROCK CANAL

ALTERNATIVE L1
{
| ASSUMPTIONS :
i
periods:

i | 1. Diversion flows in the Black Rock Canal will be limited to the following
? Mid-April to May - 12 hours per day
‘ June to August - 8 hours per day
| September to mid-December - 12 hours per day
) Mid-December to mid-March - 24 hours per day
| 2, Diversion flows and navigation will not be permitted between mid-March
‘ and mid-April when the lock must be closed for annual maintenance.

{ 3. Commercial navigation in the Black Rock Canal will be permitted during
: the remaining periods.

4. Recreational navigation will be allowed unlimited use of the canal during
the commercial navigation periods.

AVERAGE ANNUAL EFFICIENCY FACTOR*:

Average annual factor - 54.2 percent

SEASONAL VARIATION IN EFFICIENCY FACTOR*:

Mid-March to mid-April - 0

Mid-April to May - 50 percent

June to August - 33-1/3 percent
September to mid-December - 50 percent
Mid-December to mid-March - 100 percent

* Percentage of possible channel capacity available due to operating
constraints.

Figure 8-10
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determined from the Slaters Point stage-discharge rating curve, and continued
upstream to the Buffalo gauge at Lake Erie. For the series "N" alternatives,
it was necessary to determine the amount of dredging in the Niagara River
needed to accommodate selected increases in outflow. The cross sectional
areas corresponding to these enlargements were used in the backwater
computations.

Cross sections of the Black Rock Canal and/or the Squaw Island diversion
channel were incorporated into the Black Rock Canal mathematical model.
Backwater computations for the series "L" alternatives were initiated at the
confluence of the river and the downstream Black Rock Lock approach channel
and continued upstream to the Buffalo gauge at Lake Erie. Likewise, back-
water computations for the series "S" alternatives were initiated at the
confluence of the river and the Squaw Island diversion channel site and con-

tinued upstream through the Black Rock Canal to the Buffalo gauge at Lake
Erie.

e A S

Because plans of regulation were selected subsequent to study
commencement, a range of hydraulic conditions which would likely encompass
those of the selected plans were simulated and used for design purposes.
Because the sizes and locations of control structures and the extent of chan-
nel enlargements are interrelated, optimization studies were carried out to
determine the minimum cost of all regulatory works. The design and cost
estimates for all reqgulatory works alternatives, under study, are presented
in succeeding paragraphs.

2.5 Design and Cost Estimates

Common design criteria were used throughout the design process in order
that a valid comparison of costs could be made between the various alter-
natives under study. Al1l depths and heights given in this appendix are
referred to Low Water Datum; all elevations are referred to the International
Great Lakes Datum (IGLD). Low Water Datum of Lake Erie is 568.6 feet above
mean water level at Father Point, Quebec, IGLD (1955) datum. The following
paragraphs, unless otherwise noted, are generalized for all alternatives in
light of the common design criteria utilized.

2.5.1 Topographic and Geotechnical Characteristics

The series "N" alternatives would be situated on the natural rock
ledge which provides virtually full hydraulic control of the Niagara River
discharge. The control structure for alternative N3 would be located
approximately 300 feet downstream of the Peace Bridge at a section where the
river's width is approximately 1,650 feet. Channel excavation would extend
from 1,000 feet upstream from the Peace Bridge to a distance up to 2,400 feet
downstream from the bridge. The area is bounded on the west by the Canadian
shoreline and on the east by the United States shoreline (Bird Island Pier).
Very little overburden is evident in this shallow reach of the river. Rock
outcroppings are in evidence along the Bird Island Pier under low water
conditions. The required control structure would be founded on bedrock.
Channel excavation along the U. S. shoreline would require removal of pri-
marily sound, durable bedrock.

!
I
B-21 l




The series "S" alternatives would be situated on either end of Squaw
Island. Alternatives S1 and S2 would be located within the downstream third
of the island in an area that has been used as a disposal site for many
years. Large volumes of ash from a municipal incinerator and other debris
have been deposited in this area and contained by a rubblemound dike
constructed along the Niagara River side of the island. Both alternatives
would require the construction of a diversion channel across Squaw Island.
After stripping unsuitable material, select channel excavation material would
be used to construct low earth dikes along the channel banks as required.
Channel excavation up to 23 feet below LWD is assumed to be well within
existing overburden. Alternative S3 would be located within the Bird Island
Pier at the extreme upstream end of Squaw Island. A section of the existing
pier would be removed to accommodate construction of the proposed control
structure. No channel excavation is anticipated for alternative S3. The

control structures for all series "S" alternatives would be founded on
bedrock.

The series "L" alternatives would be located at the upstream end of the
Black Rock Lock, adjacent to the existing guard gate. Sections of the
existing guidewalls, on either side of the canal, would be removed to accom-
modate construction of the sector gates. The sector gate sill would be
founded on bedrock at the same elevation as the adjacent lock structure. The
required gate chambers would extend into the backfill on both sides.

The assumed top of rock in the vicinity of each alternative structure is
based upon limited geotechnical information available from existing and/or
previously studied projects in the immediate area. The bedrock underlying
the overall study area is considered competent throughout as a medium on
which structures can be built. The bedrock is generally characterized by one
or more layers of dolomite, limestone, shale, gypsum anhydrite, and com-
binations thereof.

2.5.2 Hydraulic Design

Pursuant to the basic assumptions outlined in Section 2.4.1, uniform
hydraulic conditions for Lake Erie were adopted in order to permit the
hydrologic comparison of various regulation plans on a consistent basis.

To present a range of hydraulic conditions that might result from limited
regulation, for each alternative under consideration, Lake Erie outflows of
200,000 cfs, 248,000 cfs, and 265,000 cfs were supplemented with design flow
increases of approximately 8,000 cfs, 20,000 cfs, and 30,000 cfs. For alter-
natives involving the Black Rock Canal, net increases in Lake Erie outflow
would be somewhat less than design flow increases, due to the backwater
effect in the main river channel. In addition, the maximum design capacity
of series "L" and "S" alternatives would be 1imited by the existing dimen-
sfons of the Black Rock Lock chamber and/or the dimensions of the canal. The
discharge capacity of each alternative was determined by backwater com-
putations performed in accordance with the methodology discussed in

Section 2.4.5. The effective discharge capacity of each study alternative is
shown on Table B-1. The capacity shown for alternative N3 (six gates) was
determined by rounding a straight 1ine proportion between similar five and
seven gate alternatives.




Table B-1 - Niagara River Area Regulatory Works
Discharge Capacities
Increased Discharge (cfs) at Lake
: Erie Design Discharge of
Alternative : 200,000 cfs : 248,000 cfs : 265,000 cfs
$1-30 : 4,250 : 5,310 . 4,940
| :  (6.800) : (8.500) : (7.900)
3 $1-75 : 9,560 : 11,810 : 11,940
5 . (15.300) . (18.900) . (19.100)
‘ $1-110 : 12,000 : 14,750 : 15,440
, . (19.200) . (23.000) . (24.700)
} $2-30 : 8,250 : 5,250 : 5,000
7 . (6.800) : (8.400) : (8.000)
; §2-75 : 9,620 : 11,560 : 11,940
5 . (15.400) . (18.500) . (19.100)
$2-110 © 12,000 : 14,620 : 15,310
© (19.200) . (23.400) . (24.500)
$3-90 (1 gate) : 3,870 : 5,000 : 5,000
. (6.200) : (8.000) : (8.000)
$3-90 (2 gates) : 7,120 : 8,250 : 8,870
. (11.400) . (13.200) . (14.200)
$3-90 (3 gates) : 9,560 : 11,620 : 12,060
. (15.300) . (18.600) . (19.300)
, L1-30" Open . 3,680 : 4,39 : 4,340
. (6.800) : (8.100) : (8.000)
L1-70' Open . 8,670 : 10, 460 : 10,840
. (16.000) :© (19.300) . (20.000)
N3-75 (3 gates) : 8,600 : 11,000 : 10, 500
. (8.600) . (11.000) : (10.500)
N3-75 (5 gate<) . 20,700 : 25,000 : 26,300
. (20.700) . (25,000) : (26.300)
N3-75 (6 gates) . 25,000 , 30,000 : 31,500
. (25.000) . (30.000) : (31.500)
N3-75 (7 gates) . 28,600 : 34,500 : 36,500
. (28.600) . 734.500) : (36.500)
4,250 - Numbers withoui brackets indicaie net increased d%séﬁarges after

applying average annual efficiency factors based on Black Rock
Canal proposed operating procedures.

(6,800) Numbers with brackets indicate maximum net increased discharges that
would be possible without Black Rock Canal operating constraints.
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2.5.3 Control Gates

The following general considerations were taken into account in
selecting the type of control gate for each study alternative:

1. The gate must be capable of passing large amounts of ice and/or
debris;

2. The normal operating head should range up to 5 feet;

3. At times, under storm surge conditions, a 15-foot increase in
operating head could be accommodated;

4, Swift and efficient gate operation must be possible to satisfy
emergency situations; and

5. The gate selected for the series "L" alternative must be capable of
passing commercial vessels with drafts up to 21 feet.

Based upon these criteria, submersible tainter gates were selected for the
series "N" and "S" alternatives and sector gates were chosen for the series
"L" alternatives.

Due to the lower head conditions that would exist at the series "N"
control works, multiple tainter gates would be required to accommodate the
range of hydraulic conditions, under study. Each series "N" gate would be
75 feet wide and 40 feet high. For the same reason, alternative S3 would
require up to three tainter gates, 90 feet wide by 23 feet high. A single
tainter gate, 34 feet high and varying in width between 30 feet and 110 feet,
would satisfy alternatives S1 and S2 conditions.

Although submersible tainter gates have proven effective in passing ice
and debris, the use of other types of gates, such as radial submersible sec-
tor gates, was not ruled out. Submersible tainter gates were selected to
determine representative gate costs for preliminary design purposes. The
operational and economic feasibility of other types of gates would require
investigation during detailed advanced engineering design and hydraulic model
testing. This would be particularly important in view of the severe ice run
conditions from Lake Erie.

Sector gates were selected for the series "L" alternatives to permit
continued usage of the Black Rock Lock as a navigation facility. This type
of gate has been used in navigation Tocks throughout the United States and
Canada. The 70-foot wide by 33-foot high sector gates would satisfy opera-
tional and hydraulic requirements of limited regulation of Lake Erie.

2.5.4 Structural Design

Preliminary designs were prepared for control structures necessary to
accommodate the two different types of gates selected in Section 2.5.3.
The designs were based on structures proposed in previous regulation studies
and/or a literature survey of existing practice. Although stability analyses
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of the structures were not carried out, conservative dimensions were selected
for each structural component. All control structures would be founded on
bedrock. The following paragraphs describe the improvements that would be
required.

The control structure for the series "N" alternatives would be a_ series
of 15-foot wide reinforced concrete pier buttresses supporting the tainter
gates and extending to the bottom of the gate sill. The number of 75-foot
wide gate bays and overall structure width are dependent upon the require-
ments of the regulation plan under study. A minimum 20-foot deep sill block
of concrete would be provided for the base of the structure to assure an ade-
quate safety factor against overturning. In addition to the control
structure, other appurtenant series "N" construction would include:

1. Raising and widening the existing Bird Island Pier between Squaw
Island and the control structure to provide a roadway for truck access during
construction and for future operation and maintenance;

2. A rock-filled work area in the river to connect the control struc-
ture with the improved Bird Island Pier;

3. A 25-foot by 25-foot masonry operations building located adjacent to
the control structure; and

4. Temporary cellular steel sheet pile cofferdams in the river to faci-
litate subsequent construction of the control structure in-the-dry.

The control structures for the three series "S" alternatives would be
similar to the series "N" structure. Due to less severe design criteria and
smaller gate sizes, the width of each pier buttress and the minimum thickness
of the sill blocks were reduced to 10 feet and 8 feet, respectively. The
number of gate bays, gate width, and overall structure width are dependent
on both the alternative and the regulation plan under study. Alternatives
S1 and S2 would require either a 30-foot, 75-foot, or 110-foot tainter gate,
whereas alternative S3 would utilize from one to three 90-foot gates to
satisfy similar regulation plans. A footbridge would be constructed over the
alternative S2 gate bay to permit maintenance access from the Black Rock Lock
side. A similar enclosed footbridge would be provided over the alternative
S3 gate bays to allow public access to the Bird Island Pier for recreational
fishing. In addition to the contrel structure, other appurtenant series “S"
construction vould include:

1. A rock-filled work area in the river to connect the alternative S3
control structure with Squaw Island;

2. A 25-foot by 25-foot masonry operations building located adjacent to
the alternative S3 control structure;

3. Temporary cellular steel sheet pile cofferdams to facilitate sub-
sequent construction of the control structures in-the-dry;

4. A highway bridge across the alternative S1 diversion channel to
permit public access to the northern portion of Squaw Island;
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5. An open cellular steel sheet pile guardwall with connecting
footbridges across the entrance to the proposed alternative S2 diversion
channel;

6. A temporary ice boom across the Black Rock Canal at the upstream
end of Bird Island Pier to restrict the passage of large ice floes into the
canal during any series "S" diversion flow;

7. Fixed log booms across the upstream end of the alternatives S1 and
S2 diversion channels to control floating debris and small-boat access to the
control structure; and,

8. Installation of movable log booms across the Black Rock Canal
upstream and downstream of the alternative S3 structure for the same purpose.
The movable log booms would close the canal only during periods of diversion
flow when the canal would be unsafe for navigation.

The control structure for the series "L" alternatives would be a pair of
reinforced concrete gate chambers supporting the sector gates and extending
to the top of the gate sill. The gate chambers would replace sections of
the existing guidewalls. A 24-foot thick sill block of concrete would be
provided for the base of the structure to assure an adequate safety factor
against flotation. A stoplog system would enable dewatering of the gate bay
and chambers for repairs and maintenance. Other appurtenant series "L"
construction would include:

1. Temporary cellular steel sheet pile cofferdams around the l1andward
sides of the proposed gate chambers to permit construction in-the-dry;

2. A reusable floating closure structure across the Black Rock Canal to
permit quick dewaterings for two "time restricted" construction seasons; and,

3. Installation of a temporary ice boom and movable log boom across the
Black Rock Canal similar to those proposed for alternative S3 above.

2.5.5 Channel Enlargement

As indicated in Section 2.4.5, the determination of the nature and
extent of channel enlargement and/or modifications was carried out using
mathematical models of the Niagara River and Black Rock Canal. Basically,
there are three alternatives that require either channel enlargement or
modifications, namely alternatives N3, S1, and S2. The following paragraphs
summarize the necessary alterations.

Channel enlargement for alternative N3 would be required in the Niagara
River above and below the Peace Bridge where a natural rock ledge controls
the existing river discharge. The length and width of the areas requiring
excavation are dependent on the regulation plan under study. Rock
excavation, up to 17 feet in depth, would start approximately 1,000 feet
upstream of the Peace Bridge for all plans and extend downstream from the
bridge between 2,300 feet and 2,370 feet. The bottom width of the excavation
would vary from 325 feet to 875 feet. Drilling and blasting would be
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required to accomplish the excavation of approximately 400,000 cubic yards to
1,300,000 cubic yards of rock. This material is assumed to be environmen-
tally clean and would be disposed of in a suitable open-lake disposal site.

Alternative S1 would require construction of a diversion channel
skewed across Squaw Island immediately north o the existing International
Railroad bridge. The alternative channel would bypass the Black Rock Lock
and permit Lake Erie discharge via the Biack Rock Canal. The length and
width of the new channel would be dependent on the regulation plan under
study. Earth excavation up to 29 feet in depth would start at the canal,
approximately 350 feet downstream of the International Bridge, and extend
across the island between 1,200 feet and 1,500 feet in length. The bottom
width of the excavation would vary from 30 feet to 180 feet. Earth levees,
upstream and downstream of the control structure, would provide protection
against overtopping during extreme high levels. The guantity of earth exca-
vation would range from approximately 100,000 cubic yards to 300,000 cubic
yards. Part of the material would be used for levee construction and the
remainder would be disposed of in the adjacent City of Buffalo disposal area.
Removal of up to 800 feet of an existing steel sheet pile wall along the
Black Rock Canal and up to 450 feet of an existing stone dike along the
Niagara River would be required to complete the diversion channel.

Alternative S2 would require construction of a diversion channel across
Squaw Island parallel with and immediately adjacent to the existing Black
Rock Lock. This channel would function similarly to the alternative Sl
channel. The length and width of this channel would be dependent on the
regulation plan under study. Earth excavation, up to 25 feet in depth, would
begin at the Black Rock Canal, approximately 900 feet downstream of the
International Railroad bridge, and extend 1,600 feet along the east side of
the island. The bottom width of the excavation would vary from 50 feet to
250 feet. Earth and rock levees, upstream and downstream of the control
structure, would provide adequate freeboard along the east side of the
island. The quantity of channel excavation would range from approximately
100,000 cubic yards to 350,000 cubic yards. Part of the material would be
used for earth levee construction, and the remainder would be disposed of in
the adjacent City of Buffalo disposal area. Removal of up to 80 feet of an
existing steel sheet pile wall and 320 feet of an existing concrete-capped
timber crib guide wall, both along the Black Rock Canal, and up to 380 feet
of an existing stone dike along the Niagara River would be required to
complete the diversion channel.

2.5.6 Bank Protection

Bank protection along critical velocity reaches of the existing Black
Rock Canal and the Squaw Island diversion channel would be required with any
series "S" or "L" alternative that provides a mid- to high-range increase in
Lake Erie outflow. The determination of the extent of bank protection was
based on an onsite evaluation of the canal banks and velocity profiles of
both the canal and diversion channel as generated by the mathematical model
of the Black Rock Canal discussed in Section 2.4.5.
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Based on the type and/or condition of existing structures and natural
sideslopes, Alternatives Sl and S2 would require bank protection along the
existing canal from 2,500 feet upstream of the Peace Bridge to the Black Rock
Lock and along the proposed diversion channels. The locations and amount of
required bank protection are dependent on the regulation plan under study.
Between 500 feet and 4,850 feet of 18-inch riprap protection would be pro-
vided along the earthen canal banks with either alternative. Up to 1,920
feet and 1,050 feet of additional 24-inch riprap protection would be provided
along the diversion channel sideslopes for Alternatives S1 and S2,
respectively. Between 1,050 feet and 6,850 feet of steel sheet pile
bulkheads would be constructed around bridge abutments and along the right
(east) bank of the canal adjacent to the thruway under Alternative Sl.
Likewise, between 400 feet and 6,850 feet of steel bulkheads would be
constructed for Alternative S2. Under Alternative S2, up to 1,250 feet of
36-inch riprap toe protection would be placed on the canal bottom along the

steel sheet pile and timber pile bulkheads downstream of the International
Railroad bridge.

Alternative S3 would require bank protection along the existing canal
from 2,500 feet upstream of the Peace Bridge to Squaw Island. The locations
and quantity of protection are once again dependent on the regulation plan
under study. Up to 1,000 feet of 18-inch riprap protection would be provided
along the earthen right bank of the canal upstream of the Peace Bridge.
Between 300 feet and 800 feet of heavy armor stone would be placed on the
left (west) bank of the canal, around the control structure, and along the
Bird Island Pier downstream of the Peace Bridge. Between 400 feet and 3,000
feet of steel sheet pile bulkheads would be constructed along the right bank
of the canal upstream and downstream of the Peace Bridge.

Alternative L1 would require bank protection along the existing canal
from 2,500 feet upstream of the Peace Bridge to the Black Rock Lock. The
locations and extent of protection vary with the regulation plan under study.
Between 500 feet and 2,650 feet of 18-inch riprap protection would be pro-
vided along the earthen canal banks upstream and downstream of the Peace
Bridge. Up to 1,100 feet of 36-inch riprap toe protection would be placed on
the canal bottom along the bulkheads and lock guidewalls downstream of the
International Railroad bridge. Up to 1,050 feet of steel sheet pile
bulkheads would be constructed around the abutments of the International
bridge and along the Ferry Street bridge right abutment.

2.5.7 Shore Protection Works

The extra discharge capacity provided by the series "L," “S," and "N"
alternatives would not be used if water supply conditions to Lake Erie were
at or below normal. However, in the case of the series "N" alternative, clo-
sure of the gates would produce river levels higher than preproject from the
control structure to a point somewhat downstream from the lake's outlet.
Therefore, during storm surge conditions at the eastern end of Lake Erie the
accompanying temporary water level rises would be a matter of concern. A
lake outflow of 295,000 cfs with gates closed would raise the water level
about 3 feet immediately upstream from the control structure. To mitigate
the adverse impact of this rise on the Canadian shoreline, the existing stone
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masonry wall which extends from about 7,700 feet upstream to about 800 feet
downstream from the Peace Bridge would have to be raised from 1 to 3 feet and
backfilled with an earth berm. No additional protection would be needed on
the United States shoreline.

! In the event of storm surges which produce Niagara River flows substan-
! tially in excess of 295,000 cfs, flooding has occurred and will continue to
; occur in specific areas upstream from Niagara Falls in both countries. In

. such instances, regardless of supply conditions to Lake Erie, the control

l structure gates would be closed only enough to compensate for the a.ditional
! outflow made possible by the project dredging.

2.5.8 Cost Estimates

Cost estimates for the study alternatives were based on
unit costs used on similar U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects and
expressed in July 1979 price levels. Corresponding costs for each project
feature were developed for the discharge capacities required to fulfill the
various regulation plans under study. Major features include the following:

1. Control structures either in the Niagara River, on Squaw Island, or
on Bird Island pier;

2. Black Rock Lock modifications;

3. Niagara River deepening;

4, Squaw Island diversion channels;

5. Black Rock Canal bank protection; and,

6. Shore protection along the Canadian shoreline of the upper Niagara
River.

These costs were added together and escalated by a 25 percent con-
tingency allowance to obtain the total direct costs. Indirect costs, which
include allowances for detailed investigations, foundation explorations,
engineering designs, and construction supervision and administration, were
estimated at 15 percent of the total direct costs and added to obtain the
total estimated construction costs. An engineering appraisal of real estate
costs, including lands and damages, was prepared and added to the total
construction costs, where applicable, to obtain the total estimated first
costs shown on Table B-2. Land costs were based on the assessed value of the
required lands as recorded by the City of Buffalo and adjusted by the current
New York State equalization factor of 42.69 percent to obtain the fair market
value. Alternatives S1 and S2 would require acquisition of up to 14 acres of
an existing City of Buffalo disposal area located at the northern end of
Squaw Island. Damages due to the project were assessed to compensate the
City of Buffalo for the additional costs that would be incurred to dispose of
a volume of material equal to the disposal area volume lost during the
remaining 10-year life of the affected area.
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Table 8-2 - Nfagara River Area Regulatory Works
Discharye Capacities and Cost Estimates .

; Increased ;
:Discharg01Capaclt$esl£!/:
: ] :

: '
Alternative : Cubic Feet Per Second : First Costs

Cost Estimatesd/ in Millions of bollars

Average Annual Costs ; Present Worti

4 e o S—— e - o e

s o0 ne oo sofer oo o

51-30 : 4,250 (6,80)  : $ 11.62 $1.22 ;o $ 1405
$1-76 T 9,50 (15,300) 18.57 1.9 ; 21.93
. $1-110 P 12,000 19,200) 28.38 : 2.86 .02
: 52-30 P a0 (6,800) 11.16 ; 117 : 13.47
1 $2-15 P 0,620 (15.400) 19.63 : 1.95 ; 22.%2
$2-110 Y o12,000 (19,200 32.02 : ‘317 : 36.67
$3-90 (1 gate) : 3,870 (6,200) ; 10.24 ; 1.16 ; 13.36
$3-90 (2 gates) : 7,120 (11,400) 17.17 : 1.87 : 21.58
§3-90 (3 gates) : 9,560 (15,300) 26.08 : 2.78 : 2.14
L1-30 Upen ;3,680 (6,800) 10.31 : 1.19 : 13.80
L1-70 Open ¢ 8,670 (16,00) 13.12 ; 1.49 : 17.24
N3-75 (3 gates) :  B,600 (8,600) 56.51 : 5.97 : 69.01
M35 (5 gates) : 20,700 (20,700) 93.83 ; 9.81 ; 113.38
N3-75 (6 gates) i 25,000 (25,000] 111,39 : 11.61 : 134.25
N3-75 (7 gyates) ; 28,600 (28,600) ; 129.55 ; 13.49 ; 155. 90

Notes:

1/ Discharge capacities are shown for a Lake Erie desiyn discharge of 200,000 cubic feet per second.
Lorresponding capacitius for desiyn discharges of 248,000 and 265,000 cubic feet per second
are shown on Table H-1.

2/ 4,250 - Numbers without brackets indicate net increased discharyes after applying average annual
efficiency factors based on Black Rock Canal proposed operating procedures.
(6,800) - Numbers with Lrackets indfcate maxfmum net increased discharges that would be possible without
Black Rock Canal operating constraints.

3/ Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price levels, a SU-year economic project 1ife and an 8-1/2 percent
interest rate. They include construction costs, land costs, and damages.
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Firgt Cost Optimization: Reviewing the discharge capacities and cost
estimates shown on Tables B-1 and B-2, respectively, indicates the following
conclusions. Alternative N3 is the only alternative offering a net increase
in Lake Erie outflow in excess of 16,000 cfs at a cost ranging between $93
and $130 million. Alternatives Sl and S2 are very close in discharge capaci-
ties and total costs, ranging between $11 and $32 million. Alternative S3,
ranging between $10 and $26, appears favorable for net increases below 5,000
cfs. Alternative L1 appears favorable for net increases up to 9,000 cfs
maximum with total costs ranging between $10 and $13 million. A composite
discharge capacity curve, Figure B-11, shows an array of optimum alternatives
and their possible net increases in Lake Erie outflow for the range of Lake
Erie design discharges under consideration. A composite cost curve, Figure
B-12, shows the optimum first costs for three Lake Erie design discharges and
a range of net increases in Lake Erie outflow.

Annual Costs: Annual costs, comprised of financial costs and operation
and maintenance costs, are summarized in Table B-3 for each of the study
alternatives. The total average annual costs are also tabulated in Table B-2
along with increased discharge capacities for ready comparison. The
following paragraphs discuss these annual costs in further detail.

Annual financial costs were estimated based on an interest rate of 8-1/2
percent, an economic project life assumed as 50 years, and a construction
period assumed as three years for Alternatives S1, S2, and S3, and four years
for Alternatives L1 and N3. Interest during construction was computed at a
rate of 8-~1/2 percent for half the construction period and added to the pro-
Jject first costs to determine the total investment cost. Damages associated
with real estate acquisition for Alternatives S1 and $2 were distributed in
10 equal payments over the assumed 10-year life of the affected Squaw Island
disposal area. The resultant annual damages were converted to net present
worth and substituted for the total damages previously included in the first
costs shown in Table B-2. Financial cost calculations for Alternatives Sl
and S2 were based on these revised and reduced first costs. Interest charges
computed at 8-1/2 percent were added to the amortization costs for the
assumed 50-year economic project life to determine the total annual financial
costs, summarized in Table B-3.

Annual operation costs were estimated based on a four-man operating
staff. Annual maintenance costs were estimated based on a percentage of
first costs excluding real estate costs (lands and damages) and rock excava-
tion (Alternative N3 only). This assumes that the deepened channel in the
Niagara River, required for Alternative N3, will be self-maintaining due to
anticipated high velocities. Provision of a 0.3 percent factor is considered
adequate for the conditions and magnitude of Alternative N3. Provision of a
0.5 percent factor for Alternatives S1, S2, S3, and L1 was based on indeter-
minate conditions along the Black Rock Canal and the significantly lower
magnitude cost of these alternatives. The reduced first costs were
multiplied by the applicable maintenance percentage factor to determine the
total annual matntenance costs, summarized in Table B-3.
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Table B-3 - Niagara River Area Regulatory Works
Summary of Annual Costs

: Annual Costs (MiTTions of Dollars)
Alternative : Financial : Operation - Maintenance : Total
: $ : 3 : :

‘ 3 . 3
$1-30 © 106 i o1 . 0.0 : 122
S1-75 i 1.71 ; 0.11 ; 0.08 ; 1.9
S1-110 i 2.63 : 0.11 ; 0.12 ; 2.86
$2-30 i 1.01 ; 0.11 ; 0.05 i 1.17
$2-75 i 1.76 ; 0.11 g 0.08 i 1.95
$2-110 i 2,93 ; 0.11 ; 0.13 ; 3.17
$3-90 (1 gate) i 1.00 i 0.11 ; 0.05 i 1.16
$3-90 (2 gates) i 1.67 ; 0.11 ; 0.09 ; 1.87
$3-90 (3 gates) i 2.54 ; 0.11 ; 0.13 ; 2.78
L1-30 Feet Open i 1.04 ; 0.10 ; 0.05 ; 1.19
L1-70 Feet Open i 1.33 i 0.10 i 0.06 i 1.49
N3-75 (3 gates) i 5.72 i 0.14 ; 0.11 § 5.97
N3-75 (5 gates) i 9.50 ; 0.14 i 0.17 ; 9.81
N3-75 (6 gates) i 11.27 ; 0.14 ; 0.20 z 11.61
N3-75 (7 gates) i 13.12 ; 0.14 ; 0.23 ; 13.49
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Present Worth: Estimates of present worth for each of the study alter-
natives are tabulated in Table B-2. Present worth was calculated based on a
50-year economic project life and the investment costs discussed above under
annual financial costs. The net present worth of the annual operation and
maintenance costs was added to the investment cost to determine the total
present worth of each alternative.

2.6 Regulatory Works Alternatives

As stated in Section 2.3, preliminary studies were undertaken for five
out of seven possible structural alternatives. The following is a summary of
the regulatory works and remedial measures that would be required to imple-
ment each of these five alternatives. Discharge capacities of each alter-
native are listed for the critical Lake Erie design discharge of 200,000
cubic feet per second.

2.6.1 Alternative N3

Alternative N3 would require construction of a multi-gated control
structure in the Niagara River and dredging within the river in the vicinity
of the Peace Bridge. In addition, shore protection along the Canadian shore-
line would be required at critical locations upstream of the control struc-
ture to mitigate adverse impacts due to increased water surface elevations
which could occur in this area during storm surges (see Section 2.5.7). Four
variations of structure size and dredging limits were studied to develop a

discharge capacity versus first cost curve to accommodate a range of regula-
tion plans.

The control structure would be located adjacent to the Bird Island pier
and approximately 300 feet downstream from the existing Peace Bridge. The
structure would extend between 400 feet and 750 feet into the river and would
contain three to seven remote-controlled submersible tainter gates, 75 feet
wide by 40 feet high. The entire structure would be equipped for year-round
operation. Construction of the structure would require extensive cofferdams
and would be hampered by the lack of adequate land access. The Peace Bridge
area of the river provides substantial natural regulation due to its existing
restricted dimensions. Extensive compensatory dredging, adjacent to the Bird
Island pier, would extend from 1,000 feet upstream of the Peace Bridge to
between 2,300 feet and 2,370 feet downstream and would vary in width from 325
feet to 875 feet. Dredging would involve principally rock excavation, up to
17 feet in depth. The existing shore protection along the Canadian shoreline
would be raised from 1 to 3 feet for a distance of 8,000 feet upstream from
the proposed control structure. Descriptive plans of the four alternative N3
variations and a longitudinal section through the control structure are shown
on Figures B-13 through B-17, respectively.

Although location of the N3 control structure on the Fort Erie side of
the river could satisfy hydraulic requirements of limited regulation of Lake
Erie, the structure was located on the U.S. shore adjacent to the Bird Island
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Pier in a somewhat arbitrary manner. However, the following rationale had a
bearing on this location:

1. A control structure on the Fort Erie side of the river is considered
to be environmentally less desirable due to the resultant disturbance of the
fishery along the Canadian shore and the Niagara Parks Commission lands; and

2. Physical operation and maintenance of the control structure on the
United States shore would be assisted by its close proximity to existing
Corps of Engineers facilities at the Black Rock Lock and the sharing of per-
sonnel and equipment.

The increased discharge capacity of Alternative N3 varies from 8,600
cubic feet per second for a three gate structure to 28,600 cubic feet per
second for a seven gate structure. The first costs of the studied control
structure, compensatory dredging, and appurtenant works would range from
approximately $56.5 to $129.6 million. A discharge capacity versus
first cost curve for Alternative N3 is shown on Figure B-18 for a Lake Erie
design discharge of 200,000 cubic feet per second. Corresponding annual
costs, after adjustments for finance, operation, and maintenance costs, are
estimated to range from $6.0 to $13.5 million. Figure B-19 shows a
first cost versus annual cost curve for Alternative N3. Discharge capacities
and a cost summary, including first costs, annual costs, and present worth,
are shown on Table B-2.

2.6.2 Alternative Sl

Alternative S1 would require construction of a control structure and
diversion channel across the downstream end of Squaw Island along a pre-
viously selected alignment. In addition, bank protection would be required
at critical locations along the Black Rock Canal and the diversion channel,
as necessary. Three different sizes of control structures and diversion

channels were studied to develop a discharge capacity versus first cost curve
for a range of regulation plans.

The control structure would be located within the diversion channel and
about 1,000 feet from the Black Rock Canal. The structure would contain a
remote-controlled submersible tainter gate, 34 feet high by either 30 feet,
75 feet, or 110 feet wide. The entire structure would be equipped for year-
round operation. A diversion channel varying in width from 30 feet to 180
feet would extend across Squaw Island between 1,200 feet and 1,500 feet. The
length and width of the channel along with the control gate size would vary
to accommodate different regulation plans. Channel excavation, principally
earth, would extend up to 29 feet in depth. The 1 on 2.5 side-slopes,
upstream and downstream of the control structure, would be protected with
riprap bank protection at critical locations to prevent erosion. Earth
levees, with a top width of 10 feet and 1 on 2.5 sideslopes, would be
constructed on either side of the diversion channel to provide adequate
freeboard. Bank protection along the Black Rock Canal would be provided
around bridge abutments and other high velocity restricted reaches dependent
upon the stability of the existing sideslopes and/or structures. A traffic
control system would be provided at the upstream entrance to the canal to

B-41
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warn vessels that the canal may become dangerous during the operation of the
control structure. A highway bridge would be constructed across the diver-
sion channel to maintain public access to the downstream end of the island.
Descriptive plans of the three Alternative Sl variations, a longitudinal sec-
tion through the control structure and cross sections of the diversion
channel, are shown on Figures B-20 through B-24, respectively.

The maximum increased discharge capacity of Alternative S1 without Black
Rock Canal operating constraints varies from 6,800 cubic feet per second for
a 30-foot gate structure to 19,200 cubic feet per second for a 110-foot gate
structure. Utilization of the canal for diversion flows would require capa-
city reductions based on the operating plan shown on Figure B-9. The
corresponding reduced capacities for Alternative S1 would vary from 4,250
to 12,000 cubic feet per second. The first costs of the control structure,
diversion channel, and appurtenant works would range from approximately $11.6
to $28.4 million. A discharge capacity versus first cost curve for
Alternative S1 is shown on Figure B-25 for 2 Lake Erie design discharge of
200,000 cubic feet per second. Corresponding annual costs, after adjustments
for finance, operation, and maintenance costs, are estimated to range from
$1.2 to $2.9 million. Figure B-26 shows a first cost versus annual cost
curve for Alternative S1. Discharge capacities and a cost summary, including
first costs, annual costs, and present worth, are shown on Table B-2.

2.6.3 Alternative S2

Alternative S2 would require construction of a control structure and
diversion channel across the downstream end of Squaw Istand along an align-
ment parallel and adjacent to the existing Black Rock Lock. In addition,
bank protection would be required at critical locations along the Black Rock
Canal, as necessary. A discharge capacity versus first cost curve was devel-
oped for a range of regulation plans based on three variations of control
structure and diversion channel size.

The control structure would be located within the diversion channel and
adjacent to the downstream lock miter gates. The structure would contain a
remote-controlled submersible tainter gate, 34 feet high by either 30 feet,
75 feet, or 110 feet wide. The entire structure would be equipped for year-
round operation. A diversion channel varying in width from 50 feet to 250
feet would extend along the existing lock approximately 1,600 feet. The
length and width of the channel along with the control gate size would vary
to accommodate different regulation plans. Channel excavation, principally
earth, would extend up to 25 feet in depth. The 1 on 2.5 sideslope, upstream
of the control structure, would be protected with riprap bank protection to
prevent erosion. An earth levee, with a top width of 10 feet and 1 on 2.5
sideslopes, would be constructed along the east side of the island upstream
of the control structure to provide adequate freeboard. Downstream of the
structures a rock levee would be constructed with a top width of 10 feet, a l
on 1.5 landward sideslope, and a 1 on 2 channel sideslope. Bank protection
along the Black Rock Canal and a traffic control system would be provided
similar to the Alternative S1 facilities. Descriptive plans of the three
Alternative S2 variations, a longitudinal section through the control struc-
ture and cross sections of the diversion channel, are shown on Figures B-27
through B-31, respectively.
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The maximum increased discharge capacity of Alternative S2 without Black
Rock Canal operating constraints varies from 6,800 cubic feet per second for
a 30-foot gate structure to 19,200 cubic feet per second for a 110-foot gate
structure. Capacity reductions, similar to Alternative S1, would be required
and based on the operating plan shown on Figure B-9. The corresponding
reduced capacities for Alternative S2 would vary from 4,250 to 12,000 cubic
feet per second. The first costs of the control structure, diversion
channel, and appurtenant works would range from approximately $11.2 to $32.0
million. A discharge capacity versus first cost curve for Alternative S2 is
shown on Figure B-32 for a Lake Erie design discharge of 200,000 cubic feet
per second. Corresponding annual costs, after adjustments for finance,
operation, and maintenance costs, are estimated to range from $1.2 to $3.2
million. Figure B-33 shows a first cost versus annual cost curve for
Alternative S2. Discharge capacities and a cost summary, including first
costs, annual costs, and present worth, are shown in Table B-2.

2.6.4 Alternative S3

Alternative S3 would require construction of a control structure at the
upstream end of Squaw Island along the alignment of the Bird Island Pier. In
addition, bank protection would be required at critical locations along the
Black Rock Canal, as necessary. A discharge capacity versus first cost curve
was developed for a range of regulation plans based on three variations of
control structure size.

The control structure would replace a section of the existing Bird
Island Pier immediately adjacent to the upstream end of Squaw Island. The
structure would contain one to three remote-controlled submersible tainter
gates, 23 feet high by 90 feet wide. The entire structure would be equipped
for year-round operation. The number of control gates would vary to accom-
modate different regulation plans, Construction of the structure would
require extensive cofferdams to be located in both the Black Rock Canal and
the Niagara River. An enclosed foot bridge would be provided at the control
structure to maintain public access to the Bird Island Pier. Bank protection
along the Black Rock Canal would be provided upstream of the control struc-
ture in high velocity reaches dependent upon the stability of the existing
sideslopes and/or structures. A traffic control system for commercial navi-
gation would be provided similar to the Alternative S1 facilities. In
addition, movable floating log booms would be utilized in the canal to pre-
vent recreational navigation from entering dangerous waters around the
control structure during periods of diversion flows. Descriptive plans of
the three Alternative S3 variations and a longitudinal section through the
control structure are shown on Figures B-34 through B-37, respectively.

The maximum increased discharge capacity of Alternative S3 without Black
Rock Canal operating constraints varies from 6,200 cubic feet per second for
a one-gate structure to 15,300 cubic feet per second for a three-gate
structure. Capacity reductions, similar to Alternative S1, would be required
and based on the operating plan shown on Figure B-9. The corresponding
reduced capacities for Alternative S3 would vary from 3,870 to 9,560 cubic
feet per second. The first cost of the control structure and appurtenant
works would range from approximately $10.2 to $26.1 million. A discharge
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capacity versus first cost curve for Alternative S3 is shown on Figure B-38
for a Lake Erie design discharge of 200,000 cubic feet per second.
Corresponding annual costs, after adjustments for finance, operation and
maintenance costs, are estimated to range from $1.2 to $2.8 million. Figure
B~39 shows a first cost versus annual cost curve for Alternative S3.
Discharge capacities and a cost summary, including first costs, annual costs,
and present worth are shown in Table B-2.

2.6.5 Alternative L1

Alternative L1 would require modification of the existing Black Rock
Lock by the addition of a control structure, consisting of a pair of sector
gates. In addition, bank protection would be required at critical locations
along the Black Rock Canal, as necessary. Since dimensional modification of
the lock chamber is not permissible, the maximum discharge capacity of this
alternative is limited. Two variations of gate operation were studied to

develop a discharge capacity versus first cost curve to accommodate a range
of regulation plans.

A control structure, consisting of a pair of hydraulically operated sec-
tor gates, would be constructed in the upstream approach channel adjacent to
the existing upper-guard gate. ‘In a closed position, the 33-foot sector
gates would span the 70-foot wide lock chamber. They would rotate horizon-
tally into recesses to provide varying discharge capacities when the lock was
out of operation. During periods set aside for navigation, the sector gates
would recess flush into the chamber walls. The open width of the sector
gates would vary to accommodate different regulation plans. The entire
structure would be equipped for year-round operation. Bank protection along
the Black Rock Canal and a traffic control system would be provided similar
to the Alternative S1 facilities. A prefabricated and reusable cofferdam
system would be utilized across the Black Rock Canal to permit staged
construction over several winters in order to accommodate regular summer
navigation. A descriptive plan of the required lock modifications and a
transverse section through the control structure are shown on Figures B-40
and B-41.

The maximum increased discharge capacity of Alternative L1 without Black
Rock Canal operating constraints varies from 6,800 cubic feet per second for
a 30-foot open gate to 16,000 cubic feet per second for a 70-foot open gate.
Capacity reductions, similar to Alternative S1, would be required and based
on the operating plan shown on Figure B-10. The corresponding reduced capac-
ities for Alternative L1 would vary from 3,680 to 8,670 cubic feet per
second. The first costs of the control structure and appurtenant works would
range from approximately $10.3 to $13.1 million. A discharge capacity versus
first cost curve for Al‘ernative L1 is shown on Figure B-42 for a Lake Erie
design discharge of 200,000 cubic feet per second. Corresponding annual
costs, after adjustments for finance, operation and maintenance costs, are
estimated to range from $1.2 to $1.5 million. Figure B-43 shows a first cost
versus annual cost curve for Alternative L1. Discharge capacities and a cost

sumnary,zincluding first costs, annual costs, and present worth are shown in
Table B-2.
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2.7 Structural Works Required for Selected Regulation Plans

A series of Lake Erie regulation plans were developed to study a range
of increases in Lake Erie outflow that would provide limited regulation of
Lake Erie during periods of high supply. Each plan would require construc-
tion of reqgulatory works and remedial measures at the head of the Niagara
River. Three of these regulation plans were selected to represent
high-range, mid-range, and low-range increases in lake outflow at the criti-
cal Lake Erie design discharge of 200,000 cubic feet per second. Each
selected plan was evaluated with respect to the regulatory works alternatives
discussed in Section 2.6. The following is a summary of the regulatory works
and remedial measures that would best implement each of the selected plans
while satisfying economic criteria.

2.7.1 Regulation Plan 25N

Plan 25N addresses a high-range regulation plan that would provide an
approximate increase in Lake Erie design outflow of 25,000 cubic feet per
second, Of the five structural alternatives, under study, only Alternative
N3 could provide high-range increases in lake outflow. Least cost implemen-
tation of Plan 25N would be achieved with a six-gate variation of Alternative
N3. This variation would provide the required 25,000 cubic feet per second
design outflow. Since operating constraints are not required with a series
"N" alternative, the net increase in lake outflow would equal the design
outflow. The greatest effective lowering of Lake Erie versus average annual
cost for a high range increase in lake outflow would be achieved with this

plan.

The location of Alternative N3 and the regulatory works and remedial
measures required Lo implement Plan 25N are discussed in Section 2.6.1.
Figure B-15 in Section 2.6.1 shows the location of the proposed control
structure and the limits of compensatory dredging. Figure B-17 shows a
longitudinal cross section through the control structure. The total first
cost of this control structure, compensatory dredging and appurtenant works,
based on July 1979 price levels is approximately $111.4 million. The
corresponding annual cost, after adjustments for finance, operation and main-
tenance costs, is estimated to be $11.6 million. Table B-4 shows a time pro-
file of all undiscounted and discounted project costs in each year of
occurrence over the assumed 50-year economic project life. The present worth
of all project costs is approximately $134.3 million.




Table B-4 - Regulation Plan 25N - Project Cost Time Profile

[tem

: Year

Undiscounted

Project Costl/

Discounted

Project Costl/

Investment Cost

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation and Maintenance Cost;

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

Present Worth

Cost;

Costz
Costg
CostE
Costz
CostE
Cost}
Cost%
Cost}

Cost;

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

3
130,331,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

339,000

I
130,331,000

312,442
287,965
265,406
244,614
225,450
207,788
191,510
176,507
162,679
149,935
138,189
127,363
117,385
108, 189
99,713
91,902
84,702
78,066
71,951
66,314
61,119
56,331
51,918
47,850
44,102
40,647
37,463
34,528
31,823
29,330
27,032
24,914
22,962
21,164
19,506
17,977
16,569
15,271
14,075
12,972
11,956
11,014
10,156
9,360
8,627
7,951
7,328
6,754
6,225
5,737

138,251,736

17 Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price levels, 50-year economic

project 1ife and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate.
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2.7.2 Regulation Plan 15S

Plan 155 addresses a mid-range regulation plan that would provide an
approximate increase in Lake Erie design outflow of 15,000 cubic feet per
second. All five structural alternatives, under study, could provide mid-
range increases in lake outflow. Alternatives N3 and S3 were eliminated for
economic reasons. Least cost implementation of Plan 155 could be achieved
with either alternatives L1 or S1. However, engineering feasibility and
future environmental and social concerns require selection of Alternative S2.
The implementation of Plan 155 would best be achieved with a 75-foot wide
gate variation of alternative S2. This variation would provide an increase
in Lake Erie design outflow of 15,400 cubic feet per second. Operational
constraints in the Black Rock Canal would reduce the design outflow to a net
increase in lake outflow of 9,620 cubic feet per second.

The location of alternative 52 and the regulatory works and remedial
measures required to implement Plan 15S are discussed in Section 2.6.3.
Figure B-28 shows the location of the proposed control structure and diver-
sion channel. A longitudinal cross section through the control structure and
transverse cross sections through the diversion channel are shown on Figures
B-30 and B-31, respectively. The total first cost of this control structure,
diversion channel and appurtenant works, based on July 1979 price levels, is
approximately $19.6 million. The corresponding annual cost, after adjust-
ments for finance, operation and maintenance costs, is estimated to be $2.0
million. Table B-5 shows a time profile of all undiscounted and discounted
project costs in each year of occurrence over the assumed 50-year economic
project life. The present worth of all project costs is approximately $22.5
million.

y
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Table B-5 - Regulation Plan 155 - Project Cost Time Profile

: :  Undiscounted. : Discounted
Item : Year : Project Costl/ : Project Costl/
: : $ : 3 -
Investment Cost : : 20,416,000 : 20,416,000

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 1 : 182,000 : 167,742
: : : 154,601

142,489

: : : 131,327

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 5 : 182,000 : 121,038
: : : 111,556

102,817

94,762

: : : 87,338

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 10 : 182,000 : 80,496
. : : : 74,190

68,378

63,021

: : : 58,084

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 15 : 182,000 : 53,533
: : : 49,340

) : : : 45,474
i M : H 41,912
! I : : 38,628
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 20 : 182,000 : 35,602
: : : 32,813

30,242

: : : 27,873

i : : : 25,690
; Operation and Maintenance Cost: 25 : 182,000 : 23,677

: : : 21,822

20,113

18,537

: : : 17,085

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 30 : 182,000 : 15,746
: : : 14,513

13,376

12,328

: : : 11,362

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 35 : 182,000 : 10,472
: : : 9,652

8,896

8,199

: : : 7,556

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 40 : 182,000 : 6,964
: : : 6,419

5,916

5,452

: : : 5,025

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 45 182,000 : 4,632
: : : 4,269

3,934

3,626

: : : 3,342

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 50 : 182,000 : 3,080

Present Worth D : A RTIR kL]

1/ Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price levels, 50-year economic
project 1ife and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate.
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2.7.3 Regulation Plan 6L

Plan 6L addresses a low-range regulation plan that would provide an
approximate increase in Lake Erie design outflow of 6,000 cubic feet per
second. All five structural alternatives under study could provide low-
range increases in lake outflow. Alternatives N3, S1, and S2 were el iminated
for economic reasons. Least cost implementation of Plan 6L could be achieved
with alternative S3. However, engineering feasibility and future social con-
cerns require selection of alternative L1. The implementation of Plan 6L
would best be achieved with a variation of alternative L1 that would restrict
the operation of the control gate to a 30-foot open position. This variation
would provide an increase in Lake Erie design outflow of 6,800 cubic feet per
second. Operational constraints in the Black Rock Canal would reduce the
design outflow to a net increase in lake outflow of 3,680 cubic feet per
second.

The location of alternative L1 and the regulatory works and remedial
measures required to implement Plan 6L are discussed in Section 2.6.5.
Figure B-40 shows the location of the proposed control structure. A trans-
verse cross section through the control structure is shown in Figure B-41.
The total first cost of this control structure and appurtenant works, based
on July 1979 price levels, is approximately $10.3 million. The corresponding
annual cost, after adjustments for finance, operation and maintenance costs,
is estimated to be $1.2 million. Table B-6 shows a time profile of all
undiscounted and discounted project costs in each year of occurrence over the
assumed 50-year economic project life. The present worth of all project
costs is approximately $13.8 million.




Table B-6 - Regulation Plan 6L - Project Cost Time Profile

1B Undiscounted :  Discounted
Item : Year : Project Costl/ : Project Costl/
. . s -

: : : $
Investment Cost : : 12,066,000 : 12,066,000

Operation and Maintenance Cost; 1 ; 150,000 ; 138,249

127,418
117,436
. : : 108,236
{ Operation and Maintenance Cost: 5 150,000 : 99,757
: : : 91,942

84,739

78,100

: : : 71,982

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 10 150,000 : 66,343
: : : 61,145

: : : 56,355

; : : : 51,940
: : : : 47,8711
. Operation and Maintenance Cost: 15 150,000 : 44,121
‘ : : : 40,665
- : : : 37,479
34,543

: : : 31,837

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 20 : 150,000 : 29,342
: : : 27,044

24,925

22,972

: : : 21,173

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 25 150,000 : 19,514
: : : 17,985

16,576

15,278

: : : 14,081

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 30 : 150,000 : 12,978
: : : 11,961

11,024

10,160

: : : 9,364

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 35 : 150,000 : 8,631
: : : 7,955

7,331

6,757

: : : 6,228

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 40 : 150,000 : 5,740
: : : 5,290

4,876

4,494

: : : 4,142

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 45 : 150,000 : 3,817
: : : 3,518

3,243

2,989

: : : 2,754

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 50 : 150,000 : 2,539

Present Worth : : . TI 80083

1/ Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price levels, 50-year economic
project 1ife and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate,
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2.8 Impacts on St. Lawrence System

Limited regulation of Lake Erie would involve increasing its outflow
during periods of above-average water supply conditions on the upper Great
Lakes; i.e., Lake Superior and Lakes Michigan-Huron. It would change the
sequence and magnitude of supplies to Lake Ontario. The St. Lawrence Seaway
and Power Project was completed in the 1950's in such a way that it would
accommodate the highest supply known up to that time (1860-1954). However,
record high supplies to Lake Ontario were received in the early 1970's. With
the addition of Lake Erie regulation, conditions on Lake Ontario and
downstream would be expected to worsen, unless provisions were made to modify
the regulation procedure of Lake Ontario and to increase the discharge capa-
city of the St. Lawrence River.

The types of modifications made to Lake Ontario Regulation Plan 1958-D
are described in detail in Section 4.6 of the Main Report and Appendix A,
Lake Regulation. Section 3 of this appendix describes the engineering reme-
dial works that would be necessary to accomplish a combined Lakes Erie and
Ontario regulation and at the same time meet the 1JC existing criteria and
other requirements for the regulation of Lake Ontario. It also describes the
portion of the remedial works that would be necessary for the regulation of
Lake Ontario, with the supplies received through 1976, and to meet the
existing I1JC criteria.
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Section 3
ST. LAWRENCE RIVER SYSTEM

3.1 Preface

The required remedial works in the International and Canadian Reaches of
the St. Lawrence River were defined to accommodate a wide range of increased
Lake Ontario outflows that would be necessary due to limited regulation of
Lake Erie. Following definition of the three regulation schemes and plans
under Category 3 as described in Appendix A, preliminary estimates were then
made for required remedial works in the St. Lawrence River. It should be
noted that the channel remedial works evaluated for the Canadian reach were
confined to the Lachine Rapids area near Montreal. While these remedial
works would mitigate the flooding problem on Lake St. Louis adjacent to and
upstream of Montreal, they would not provide similar relief to riparian
interests downstream of Montreal. No remedial works downstream of Montreal
were examined, in accordance with the Plan of Study.

Under Category 3, an adjusted basis-of-comparison was also developed and
used in estimating the increasing capacity that would be required in the
St. Lawrence River to handle the supplies for the study period 1900-1976 and
satisfy the Comnission's Orders of Approval for the regulation of Lake
Ontario. The required St. Lawrence remedial works for the adjusted basis-of-
comparison are also described in this appendix. The differences in capacity
increase between those required by the adjusted basis-of-comparison and those
required by the Lake Erie plans could be considered the incremental channel
enlargements required for combined Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation.

3.2 Description of the Project Area

The St. Lawrence River forms the natural outlet of the Great Lakes
drainage basin. From Lake Ontario at Kingston, Ontario, the river flows
generally in a northeasterly direction to its outlet on the Gulf of St.
Lawrence, at Father Point, Quebec, a distance of some 530 miles. Between
Kingston, and Cornwall, Ontario, the river coincides with the International
Boundary between Canada and the United States. Downstream of Cornwall,
Ontario, the river lies wholly within the Province of Quebec. A location map
of the St. Lawrence River is shown on Figure B-44.

3.2.1 General

The St. Lawrence River possesses some advantages not shared by many
rivers of comparable size and importance. The natural regulating effect of
the Great Lakes results in a remarkably uniform flow in the St. Lawrence; the
ratfo of maximum to minimum flow at its heauwaters on Lake Ontario being
about 2:1 as compared, for example, to the Mississippi River with a corres-
ponding ratio of about 40:1. Over the period 1900-1976, the mean recorded
flow was 237,000 cfs, the maximum 350,000 cfs, and the minimum 154,000 cfs.
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From Lake Ontario at Kingston, to Father Point, Quebec, which marks
the transition to the Gulf of St. Lawrence, the St. Lawrence River falls
approximately 245 feet. Throughout the first 68 miles of its length, the
river is characterized by numerous rocky islands and reefs from which the
name, Thousand Islands Reach, is derived. With the construction of the
St. Lawrence Seaway and Power Project, between 1954 and 1959, the physical
features of the next section of the river between Iroquois and Cornwall,
Ontario, were considerably changed. The construction of the Saunders-Moses
hydro-elecric plants and appurtenances at Cornwall, Ontario - Massena,
New York, caused the formation of a large man-made lake, named Lake St.
Lawrence, which flooded areas where entire villages had been located.
Previous inhabitants of the flooded area were relocated during the Seaway
project period.

Below the Saunders-Moses Power Dam, the river divides into two channels
around Cornwall Island which then reunite to form Lake St. Francis. Down-
stream of Lake St. Francis, the river flows through the Beauharrois Canal
and Cedars complex to Lake St. Louis. The Beauharnois Powerhouse is located
at the end of the canal. At the outlet of Lake St. Louis, the river drops
through the Lacuine Rapids into the Laprairie Basin and thence through the
short, swift flowing section near Victoria Bridge to Montreal Harbour,
falling a distance of about 50 feet. Ottawa River waters join the St.
Lawrence here at Montreal through the Lake of Two Mountains located to the
northeast of Montreal Island, the back rivers to the north of Montreal Island,
and the Vaudreuil and Sainte Anne channels connecting Lake St. Louis and Lake
of Two Mountains. In the 160 miles of river between Montreal and Quebec
City, the fall is about 25 feet at low tide. The range of tide at Quebec
City averages about 16 feet, but extreme high spring tides have exceeded
21 feet. The tidal effect diminishes upstream until the maximum range is
only about 1-1/2 feet at Trois Rivieres and 1/2 foot at the upper end of Lake
St. Peter. Below Quebec City, the river gradually forms its transition into
the St. Lawrence estuary and finally the Gul7 of St. Lawrence.

International Reach: For the International section of the river
extending about 112 miles from Lake Ontario to Cornwall, Ontario-St. Regis,
Quebec, the St. Lawrence River is subject to the terms of the Boundary Waters
Treaty of 1909 between the two countries. In its first 68 miles to Chimney
Point, New York, the river falls about 1 foot. The river varies from 1 to 4
miles in width, is slow moving, and generally deep. The numerous islands and
shoals form the Thousand Islands. In the 44 miles from Chimney Point to St.
Regis, the river falls approximately 92 feet. Prior to the St. Lawrence
Seaway and Power Project, this fall was concentrated in a series of rapids
between Chimney Point and Long Sault. However, with the completion of the
St. Lawrence Seaway and Power Project, a major portion of the fall occurs at
the Saunders-Moses power generation station. Three locks are provided for
navigation, one at Iroquois and two in the power development area. Channel
excavation was carried out in this section in 1955 in order to meet the cri-
teria in the Order of Approval issued by the International Joint Commission
approving construction uf the project. The project was designed so that
water velocities in the section do not exceed 4 feet per second (fps) during
the navigation season or 2.25 fps during the ice formation period in the
winter in order to minimize the difficulties of power generation.
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Canadian Reach: Downstream from St. Regis, Quebec, the St. Lawrence
River lies wholly in Canada and all alterations for navigation downstream to
Montreal have been carried out by the St. Lawrence Seaway Authority. Below
Cornwall Island, the navigation channel crosses Lake St. Francis for a
distance of 31 miles to the head of the Beauharnois Power Canal. The water
level of Lake St. Francis is maintained very closely to 152 feet, IGLD (1955)
through operation of the Beauharnois Cedars Complex by Hydro-Quebec. In
authorizing diversions of water for power purposes at Beauharnois, the
Government of Canada passed legislation in 1932 specifying certain conditions
which would enable the power canal to be used ultimately as part of the
Seaway System. Hydro-Quebec has been required to maintain the canal to give
a clear width of 600 feet on the bottom, a depth of 27 feet at low water
datum stage, and to provide adequate cross-sectional area so as to produce
average velocities not exceeding 2.25 fps under any condition of operation.

Two Seaway locks overcome the 84-foot fall between Lake St. Francis
and Lake St. Louis. Downstream of Beauharnois, the river widens into Lake
St. Louis which extends for 10 miles to the Lachine Rapids. The navigation
channel then bypasses the Lachine Rapids and reaches Montreal through Seaway
facilities which consist of two locks: one at Cote Ste. Catherine; the
other at St. Lambert.

3.2.2 Existing Regulatory and Power Facilities

The four major installations in the St. Lawrence River between Lake
Ontario and Montreal are the Iroquois Dam, Long Sault Dam, Saunders-Moses
Plants, and Beauharnois-Cedars complex. In addition, channel enlargements
were carried out for the Seaway and power projects.

I'roquois Dam: The Iroquois Dam extends about 1,980 feet from Point
Rockway in the United States to the Canadian shore near Iroquois. The
structure is equipped with thirty-two 50-foot sluices designed to pass a
maximum lake outflow in excess of the maximum flow of 310,000 cfs as speci-
fied by the current regulation plan (1958-D). If necessary, the dam can be
operated to control and regulate the outflow from Lake Ontario, replacing the
natural control provided by a rock ledge which existed near Galop Island
prior to alterations associated with the project. The pattern of gate set-
tings for the dam was developed from hydraulic model tests and have been
selected so as to minimize adverse currents in the navigation channel at the
lower approach to the Iroquois Lock. During periods of strong westerly
winds, the gates may be dipped to prevent excessive buildup of water levels
in Lake St. Lawrence. The gates are also used during ice formation to assist
in promoting a stable ice cover.

Long Sault Dam: Long Sault Dam is located below the foot of Long
Sault Island, about 25 miles downstream of the Iroquois Dam. It measures
about 2,960 feet along its curved axis. Besides a non-overflow section, it
also has a spillway section which consists of thirty 50-foot sluices. The
spillway discharge has capacity in excess of requirements at the
Saunders-Moses power plants. It also can effectively control the river flows
and water levels within specified ranges in the event that flows cannot be
discharged through the Saunders-Moses plants.
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Saunders-Moges Plants: The Saunders-Moses Plants are located about
3.5 miles downstream from Long Sault Dam and about 2 miles west of Cornwall,
Ontario. The 3,300 feet long plant, with a rated head of 81 feet contains
thirty-two 57,000 kilowatt capacity generators. Sixteen generators are
operated by the Power Authority of the State of New York while the other
sixteen are operated by Ontario Hydro. Impounded behind the concrete gravity
dam of the power plants is the man-made Lake St. Lawrence, which extends
upstream to Iroquois Dam.

Beauharnois and Cedars Complex: At the lower end of Lake St. Francis,
about 32 miles east of Cornwall, Ontario, the major part of the St. Lawrence
is diverted through a 15-mile navigation and power canal to Hydro-Quebec's
generating station at Beauharnois. The Beauharnois Powerhouse has 36 main
generating units with a total capacity of 1,574,260 kilowatts at a rated head
of 80 feet. The 600-foot wide, 27-foot deep navigation channel occupies the
left edge of the 3,500-foot wide Beauharnois Canal. Two locks at the
confluence with Lake St. Louis allow ships to transit the 80-foot differen-
tial in elevation between Lake St. Louis and the canal.

The remaining portion of St. Lawrence flow leaves Lake St. Francis
through the Coteau Control Dam down the natural river channel. Most of this
water is utilized by the generating station at Cedars which is also operated
by Hydro-Quebec. The Cedars powerhouse has 18 generating units with a total
capacity of 162,000 kilowatts at a rated head of 35 feet.

Channel Enlargements: An integral part of the St. Lawrence Seaway Power
Project was the channel dredging and excavations carried out to:

1. Provide a channel depth, v Jdth, alignment, and water velocity for
27-foot navigation;

2. Reduce velocities to induce winter ice cover over most of the river
thus minimizing operational problems and enhancing the channel carrying capa-
city of the river subsequent to the ice forming period;

3. Distribute the flow in such a way as not to interfere with
navigation; and

4. To reduce head losses at specific points, to increase the channel
capacity and to maximize the head available for hydro-electric power
generation.

For the most part, channel enlargements carried out for power or navigation
interests were beneficial to each other.

The International Joint Commission, in its 1952 Orders of Approval,
specified that the Power Entities were required to undertake channel
enlargements which would ensure that velocities through the Galop section
not exceed 4 fps and below Galop down to Morrisburg, not exceed 2.25 fps
during the ice forming period. Minimum depths of 29.5 feet upstream of and
28.5 feet downstream of Iroquois were required. The Power Entities carried
out channel enlargements in nine principal areas, while the navigation




agencies carried out dredging in three. The principal locations of channel
enlargements, carried out by the Power Entities, were at Chimney Point, Galop
Island, Lalone-Lotus Islands, Sparrow Hawk Point - Toussaints Island,
Iroquois, Point Three Points, Ogden Island, headrace of Long Sault Dam and
tailrace of the Saunders-Moses Dam. The principal location of channel
enlargements carried out specifically for navigation were at the Iroquois
Lock, Wiley-Dondero Ship Channel, and North and South of Cornwall Island.

Approximately 107 million cubic yards of material were excavated during
the Seaway Project. The excavations carried out by the Power Entities
totaled 63 million cubic yards. The excavations carried out by the naviga-
tion agencies totaled 44 million cubic yards.

As an example of the channel capacity increase attained by the project,
a flow of 350,000 cfs was discharged out of Lake Ontario during portions of
1973 and 1976. During the latter part of the Summer of 1973, this was about
19,000 cfs in excess of the flow that would have occurred prior to the
project. Although, it was physically possible to release a greater flow out
of Lake Ontario, it would have had very serious effects on navigation,
shorefront properties on Lake St. Lawrence and in the Montreal area, and on
the generation of power on the St. Lawrence.

3.2.3 Current Operating Plan

Appendix A, Lake Regulation, discusses details of the current operating
plan used in regulating the outflows of Lake Ontario.

3.2.4 Navigation Facilities

Works of the Federal Seaway agencies of Canada and the United States provide
a 27-foot navigation channel through the river between Lake Ontario and
Montreal Harbour. At and below Montreal, a 35-foot navigation channel is
maintained by the Canadian Ministry of Transport.

St, Lawrence Seaway: From Montreal to Lake Ontario, a vessel travels
182 miles and rises over 225 feet. This distance =-- ;e considered to con-
sist of five sections, three of which are solely . . dian waters, the
others in International Boundary waters.

The first section, about 31 miles in length, contains the St. Lambert
and Cote-Ste-Catherine Locks, which enable ships to bLypass the Lachine Rapids
and to rise 50 feet above the level of Montreal Harbour. After moving
through Lake St. Louis, ships enter the second section, the Soulanges
Section, which extends for a distance of 16 miles into Lake St. Francis.

The Lower and Upper Beauharnois Locks 11ft ships a total of 82 feet above
Lake St. Louis. The third section, Lake St. Francis, fs 29 miles long and
terminates just east of Cornwall, Ontario.

The first of the two International Sections of the St. Lawrence Seaway
s entered at the upstream end of Lake St. Francis and extends to a point
Just east of Ogdensburg, New York. It is mainly the man-made Lake St. .
Lawrence resulting from the construction of the Saunders-Moses power complex.
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The major difference in elevation is overcome by the United States Snell and
Eisenhower Locks near Massena. The Iroquois Lock, 1ocated beside the
Iroquois Dam on the Canadian side, bypasses the Iroquois Dam and is operated
by the St. Lawrence Seaway Authority in Canada. The remaining section, known
as the Thousand Island Section, extends from here over 68 miles into Lake
Ontario. :

3.2.5 Bridges, Wharves, Ferries, and Other Facilities

There are 15 bridges spanning the St. Lawrence River, all of which pro-
vide a vertical clearance of at least 120 feet above high water to accom-
modate commercial vessels. The Louis Hippolyte Lafontaine tunnel carries
vehicular traffic under the St. Lawrence River at the head of Boucherville
Islands, downstream of Montreal. Other tunnels carry vehicular traffic under
the Lower Beauharnois Lock at Melocheville, Quebec, and the Eisenhower Lock
near Massena, New York.

Two commercial wharves with a depth of 27 feet below low water datum
are located in Montreal, namely Port de Valleyfield and Lower Lakes Terminal.
There are 46 wharves with a maintained depth of less than 27 feet, of which
44 are located in Canada and two in the United States.

There are a total of 11 ferry routes on the St. Lawrence. Below
Quebec City, ferries traverse the river between: Quebec City and Levis;
Riviere-Du Loup and St. Simeon; Trois Pistoles and Les Escoumins; Rimouski
and Baie Comeau; Matane and Godbout; and Ste. Anne-des-Monts and Sept-Iles.
Above Quebec City, there are ferry crossings between: Sorel and
Berthierville; the city of Dorval and Ile Dorval; Kingston and Wolfe Island
with stops at Simcoe and Garden Islands; Simcoe Island and Wolfe Island; and
Wolfe Island and Cape Vincent, New York. In addition, there are several

scenic boat tours in operation during the tourist season throughout the river
system.

There are sixteen submarine cables and four major overhead transmission
lines across the St. Lawrence River.

3.3 Selection of Remedial Works Alternatives
3.3.1 International Reach

Based upon the water supplies for the study period 1900-1976, the
existing channels of the St. Lawrence River were found to have inadequate
capacity to convey the additional outflow from Lake Ontario that would result
from the limited regulation of Lake Erie. In order to meet the regulation
criteria and other requirements in the existing Orders of Approval of the
International Joint Commission for the regulation of Lake Ontario, remedial
works would therefore be necessary in the International Reach of the St.
Lawrence River. These remedial works would take the form of channel enlarge-
ments in certain restricted segments of the International Reach. The
existing regulatory and power facilities, as described in Section 3.2.2,
would provide adequate flow retardation and water level control in this reach
subsequent to these channel enlargement measures. To provide a range of
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increased hydraulic conveyance capacities in this reach of the St. Lawrence
along with associated costs to permit regulation plan development under
Category 3 evaluations, five channel enlargement schemes were developed
(Section 3.5.2). These schemes permit increased outflows from Lake Ontario
of up to 30,000 cfs. After reviewing these schemes, it became apparent that
excavation along side the navigation channels was the most efficient and cost
effective way to achieve the required conveyance capacities, particularly at
restricted locations such as Chimney Point - Galop Island area.

In order to better define the locations and amounts of channel excavations,
physical modelling would be required. Such model studies would provide more
detailed information on the effects of channel excavation on the flow veloci-
ties and water surface profile.

3.3.2 Canadian Reach

Channel enlargement at Lachine Rapids would be required to mitigate
flooding of lands adjacent to Lake St. Louis. Depending on the amount of
channel enlargement, a compensating structure at Lachine might also be
necessary to offset the effect of channel enlargement at lower flows. To
provide a range of increased channel capacities at the Lachine section and
associated costs, several schemes were developed permitting increased out-
flows from Lake St. Louis of up to 50,000 cfs. As previously noted, the
possibilities of remedial works downstream of Montreal were not examined in
this study. If limited regulation of Lake Erie were to proceed, such reme-
dial works would most likely be required to mitigate flood problems
downstream of Montreal. '

3.4 Hydraulic Considerations

The principal hydraulic considerations utilized in studies of the St.
Lawrence River remedial works are discussed below.

3.4.1 Assumptions

In determining the requirements for combined Lakes Erie and Ontario
regulation, the following assumptions and limitations were used:

1. The remedial works, in terms of channel excavations, would provide
sufficient capacity during the 50-year 1ife of the project;

2. The remaining 1ife of existing regulatory and power facilities,
with proper maintenance, would be about 50 years;

3. The general flow and current pattern in the river would be main-
tained;

4. The existing ice regime would be maintained in the system and
the ice booms would be kept in operation;
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5. The control structure at Lachine would be operable all year; and

6. The outflow of Lake Ontario would be regulated in accordance with
Plan 1958-D, modified to the extent necessary which would depend on the
amounts of channel enlargements. Recent studies by the International
St. Lawrence River Board of Control have confirmed that it is not practical
within existing physical constraints to design a Lake Ontario regulation plan
which would meet all IJC criteria and other requirements under the maximum
supply received to date. The St. Lawrence River Board has recommended that
Plan 1958-D, with discretionary actions such as those used in the past, be
continued as the plan of regulation of Lake Ontario.

3.4.2 Ice Problems

Ice problems in the St. Lawrence can in general be related to the
restrictive effects of the ice on river discharge, the magnitude of which
varies from reach to reach depending on the configuration and hydraulic
conditions of the river. For example, the formation of ice jams upstream
of a generating station can seriously reduce the flow to the turbines,
resulting in a loss of generated power, while at the same time causing
flooding above the jam. Therefore, to overcome these problems the formation
of a stable and relatively smooth ice cover early in winter is an important
factor. The use of floating ice booms is a proven method of establishing
stable ice cover. Below Montreal, the problem is somewhat different in that
the aim is to maintain an open channel for navigation and flood prevention.
One of the attendant difficulties is to keep flushing the ice downstream
through areas where flow velocities are low.

At the present time, the only measures taken to control ice in the St.
Lawrence between Lake Ontario and Montreal relate to the requirements of
hydroelectric power development at the Saunders-Moses plants and the
Beauharnois-Cedars complex. In the International Reach, the first booms
were placed at the beginning of the 1959-1960 winter period and an additional
boom was installed a year later. The overall layout of the booms has
remained unchanged since the winter of 1961-1962 and consists of a boom
across the river at Ogdensburg-Prescott, a short section at Chimney Point,
and four booms in the Galop Reach. Ice booms are at present utilized in two
areas in the Canadian Reach. Booms are placed each winter in the Beauharnois
Canal by Hydro-Quebec, and in the St. Lawrence River downstream of Montreal
by the Ministry of Transport. Artificial islands to stabilize ice cover have
been recently placed in Lake St. Louis to mitigate ice jam problems.
Downstream of Montreal, where the emphasis is on maintaining an open channel
for flood control and navigation, systematic icebreaking operations provide

the main control. Some experimental work with ice booms is also being
conducted.

3.4.3 Methodology
International Reach: In order to estimate the channel enlargements
required to discharge a wide range of Lake Ontario outflows, an unsteady-

state mathematical mode! was used for the upper St. Lawrence River from Lake
Ontario to Cornwall-Massena. Figure B-44 shows the location of this area.
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The model computes the water surface profile, velocities, etc., resulting
from various assumed extents of channel enlargements. The model, designed
and calibrated by the Great Lakes Environmental Research Laboratories of the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), is capable of simula-
tion on varying time increments and includes flow under jce-covered, as we!ll
as open-water, conditions.

The objective in developing this mathematical model was to evaluate
water surface changes due to channel dredging, changing ice covers, and the
effect of extending the navigation season on the St. Lawrence River. In this
study, the model was used to estimate the nature and extent of channel exca-
vation required to meet the hydraulic requirements of any given combined
Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation plan. For any given excavation alterna-
tive, the model! was used to determine the resulting water surface elevations
and average channel velocities at strategic locations along the river.

The section of the St. Lawrence River simulated by the NOAA mode!
extends from Lake Ontario to the Moses-Saunders Power Dam near Cornwall,
Ontario-Massena, New York. A detailed description of the model, its
development and calibration, etc., are contained in NOAA's Technical
Memorandum ERL GLERL-24 Upper St. Lawrence River Hydraulic Transient Model,
October 1978. The following is a brief description of the mndel.

The configuration in the model consists of 30 reaches interrelated by
21 intersection or nodal points. Each reach is assumed prismatic with its
own physical characteristics of length, width, wetted area, wetted peri-
meter, and bed roughness. Input to the model consists of the initial stage
and flow conditions along the river, the respective channel roughness
coefficients, ice-cover roughness coefficients, and ice thickness for all
the reaches. A net total supply (NTS) hydrograph or water level hydrograph
is allowable input as upstream boundary conditions. Downstream boundary
conditions include a discharge or water level hydrograph at the powerhouse.

Because plans of regulation were selected subsequent to study
commencement, a range of channel excavations which would 1ikely encompass
those of the selected Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation plans was simulated.
Section 3.5.2, Channel Enlargementa, describes in detail how the amounts to
be excavated were estimated.

Canadian Reach: For Lake Erie regulation plans designed to increase
discharges which in turn would permit increased Lake Ontario outflows, chan-
nel enlargement at Lachine Rapids would be required to mitigate flooding of
lands adjacent to Lake St. Louis. A compensating structure at Lachine might
also be necessary to offset the effect of channel enlargement during periods
of lower flows. Figure B-45 shows the location of the Lachine Rapids area.

Because plans of regulation were initially not available, alterations
for a range of Lake St. Louis level and outflow conditfons had to be
considered. Section 3.5.3, Chanmnel Enlargemente, describes in detail how the
amounts of excavation required for regulation plans were estimated.




PP TP o " - e ” » - » ———

:
»

dep uUOT4BO0T — JIATY J0U3JIMET] °31S 9Y] jJo eaay spidey autyoe]

FIGURE 8 - 45

=== l““ul.l.mu
S
SejiN aInjels

-
- ——’
———ozoTTIITIIS

P o e

SINOT -ANIVS

INIHOV

| I --.‘,—‘\\

|

TV3HINOW




The analysis consists of determining the additional channel area of the
river needed to carry the increased discharge at the same level of Lake
St. Louis as for an outflow of 390,000 cfs. This flow is considered as the
base flow and corresponds to an elevation 72.2 feet, IGLD (1955), or 72.5
feet, G.S.C. at Point Claire Gauge. Flood damage begins when this level is
exceeded. The procedure was essentially trial and error using the HEC-2
backwater analysis from the bottom of Lachine Rapids to Lake St. Louis with
different dredging dimensions at certain locations until the particular level
condition was satisfied. Much information with respect to optimum areas for
dredging was available from earlier Canada-Quebec flood studies of the
Montreal area. Also from the Canada-Quebec study, it was determined that the
most effective way to maintain low lake levels in their present range was by
isolating the upstream dredged area by an in-river dike and control structure
at the head of the dredged channel. This would enable all the flow to be
passed down the remaining river channel when necessary. The hydraulic analy-
sis for this low level condition consists of assessing the length of dike
which would cause the low level on the lake to be restored to natural, thus
negating the effect of the increased river area by dredging. It remained
also to verify high water conditions once the dike length was determined by

apportioning flows through the dredged and river channel, and checking the
1ake levels.

3.5 Design and Cost Estimates

Common design criteria were used throughout the design process in order
that a valid comparison of cost could be made between the various remedial
alternatives under study. All depths and heights given are in feet; all
elevations are referred to the International Great Lakes Datum (1955).

3.5.1 Topographic and Geotechnical Characteristics

Channel excavation in the International Reach of the St. Lawrence
River would extend from Ogdensburg, New York to Morrisburg, Ontario, a
distance of about 20 miles. While the amount of channel enlargement varies
depending on the required increase in channel capacity, the locations of
dredging are generally the same. Information on dredged material is based on
borings taken in the 1950's by Ontario Hydro, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers,
and the Power Authority of the State of New York in connection with the
development of the Seaway and Power Project. The material to be excavated is
glacial till overburden consisting of mostly fine and coarse sand, grey clay,

boulders, and gravel. The underlying bedrock is classified as Beekmantown
Dolomite.

Channel excavation in the Canadian Reach of the St. Lawrence River is
limited to the Lachine Rapids area. The material to be excavated is believed
to be limestone and, for the purposes of cost estimates, all excavation was

assumed into rock. For more detailed design information, extensive test
borings would be necessary.




3.5.2 International Reach

llydraulic Design: As stated in Section 3.2.1, the channel modifications
made in the river during the Seaway and Power Project development were
designed to provide velocities in the navigation channel not exceeding 4 feet
per second (fps) during the navigation season or 2.25 fps during the ice for-
mation period. It should be noted, however, that these channel design velo-
cities are currently exceeded in some areas of the shipping channel under
existing flow conditions. Therefore, any channel enlargements to accommodate
limited Lake Erie regulation should not produce higher flow velocities than
those which presently occur. In other words, the resulting average velocity
in any cross section of the navigation channel should not be increased.
Based on this rationale, channel excavation quantities, adjacent to the navi-
gation channel, were computed to handle the additional discharges at 4 fps.
' Although these velocities are not expected adjacent to the shore or channel
banks, they would induce the required capacity in adjacent portions of the
river cross sections. Under various defined channel enlargements, the NOAA
! mathematical model was used to compute the resulting water surface profiles
; and channel velocities. Sufficient computations, using a wide range of Lake

Ontario outflows, were performed to define the modified outflow limitation
curves.

To present a range of hydraulic conditions that might result from
combined Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation, five channel excavation alterna-
tives in the International Reach of the St. Lawrence were examined. These
alternatives are described in Table B-7.
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Table B-7 - Excavation Alternatives in the International

Reach of the St. Lawrence River

Excavation :

Alternative:

Description of Excavation Alternative

Total Estimated
: Excavation Volume

(millions of

cubic yards)

1

: adjacent to the navigation channel and to

: permit a flow increase of 10,000 cfs at Lake:
: Ontario elevations above 244.5 feet IGLD

: (1955)

: adjacent to the navigation channel, and to :
: permit a flow increase of 20,000 cfs at Lake:
: Ontario elevations above 244.5 feet IGLD

: (1955)

: adjacent to the navigation channel, and to

: permit a flow increase of 30,000 cfs at Lake:
: Ontario elevations above 244.5 feet, IGLD
: (1955)

; Excavation and hydraulic capacity as per

: alternative 2 but with channel excavation :
: in the Galop and Ogden Island areas located :
: in the channels on the south side of these :
: islands rather than adjacent to the north

: side navigation channels.

; Excavation similar to alternative 2 but

: 1imited to the Iroquois Dam to Morrisburg

: reach adjacent to the navigation channel.

: This will permit flow increases up to :
: 20,000 cfs at Lake Ontario elevations above :
: 245.7 feet IGLD (1955)

; Excavation from Chimney Point to Morrisburg,;

7.5

; Excavation from Chimney Point to Morrisburg,;

15.0

: Excavation from Chimney Point to Morrisbdrg,:

22.2

4.9
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The fourth alternative mentioned above was considered since it was
expected that interference with navigation could be reduced, although it
would require more channel enlargement when compared to the second
alternative. The fifth alternative assumes that the additional channel capa-
city would be required at a higher Lake Ontario elevation.

Figure B-46 shows the relationship between the amounts of channel exca-
vation and river flow increases. The effect of the above five excavation
alternatives on maximum Lake Ontario outflow limitations are as depicted in
Figure B-47. The locations of the channel enlargement are shown in Figure
B-48. Each of the five excavation alternatives is expected to have no effect
on the existing minimum draft conditions in the Seaway. It is recognized
that operation of the Iroquois Dam will be required on a more frequent basis
than is currently the case, as these channel modifications would otherwise
cause increased Lake St. Lawrence levels.

The excavation alternatives 1isted above would have varying effects on
the existing head-loss relationship for the river from Lake Ontario to the
Saunders-Moses Powerhouse. In order to define more accurately the hydraulic
effect and costs of these excavation alternatives, it would be necessary to
employ more sophisticated and elaborate mathematical and hydraulic model
studies of this reach of the river.

Channel Enlargemente: As indicated in the preceding section, Hydraulie
Design, five excavation alternatives, providing various capacity increases,
were examined. This section describes the procedure in determining the
required channel excavation to accommodate Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation.
It also describes the procedure in determining the required channel excava-
tion required by the adjusted basis-of-comparison.

Since the completion of the St. Lawrence Seaway and Power Project in
1959, the outflow of Lake Ontario has been completely regulated. A1l channel
enlargements, as approved by the Governments of Canada and the United States
in 1955, were designed to give a maximum mean velocity in any cross section
of the navigation channel not exceeding 4 feet per second during the naviga-
tion season and 2.25 feet per second during the ice formation period in the
winter to minimize the difficulties of power generation. Plan of Regulation
12-A-9 was specified in the 1JC Order of Approval to be used as a basis for
calculating critical profiles and designing channel excavations. All excava-
tions were designed to cope with the highest-known supply conditions during
the period 1860-1954.

The present regulation plan used to regulate Lake Ontario outflow is
Plan 1968-D. It was designed in 1963 to satisfy the 1JC criteria and other
requirements that have been established to protect or to provide benefits
to the various interests concerned. Similar to Plan 12-A-9, Plan 1958-D was
also tested over the period 1860-1954 to assess the degree to which it satis-
fied the 1JC criteria and other requirements.

Limited regulation of Lake Erie would alter the sequence and the

magnitude of supplies to Lake Ontario. Since the regulated Lake Erie outflow
would be higher than that under the basis-of-comparison during high supply
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periods, Lake Ontario levels would increase unless provisions were made to
discharge the additional water down the St. Lawrence River. To maintain
existing water level profiles under increased Lake Ontario outflow condi-
tions and not exceed existing maximum flow velocities in the navigation
channels, dredging would be required in certain reaches of the river. It
should be noted that channel design velocities are currently exceeded in
some areas of the shipping channel under existing flow conditions. During
. the high supply period of the early 1970's, the maximum velocity requirement
‘ was often exceeded for sustained periods of time in order to discharge

; outflows higher than the channel was designed for. For the purpose of this
\ study, it was considered that any limited Lake Erie regulation should not

produce more critical conditions on the St. Lawrence River than those of Plan
12-A-9,

. The adjusted basis-of-comparison was developed under Category 3 in order

! to define channel excavations that would be necessary to accommodate the

recorded supplies for the study period 1900-1976 and satisfy the IJC's cri-

teria for the regulation of Lake Ontario. Plan 1958-D would be modified to

; take advantage of such excavations. Furthermore, Plans 6L, 155, and 25N

, under Category 3 were developed to define the channel excavations that would
be necessary to accommodate the combined Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation.
Plan 1958-D would also be modified. The differences between the two quan-
tities of excavation would represent the incremental excavations required
solely for limited regulation of Lake Erie. The development of Category 3
adjusted basis-of-comparison and Lakes Erie and Ontario regulation plans is

l described in Appendix A, Lake Regulation, and Section 4.6 of the Main Report.

: Figure B-49 shows the Lake Ontario envelope curves for the open water
‘ condition under the three Lake Erie regulation plans; Plans 6L, 155, and
i 25N as well as the adjusted basis-of-comparison. These envelopes are based

on monthly Lake Ontario water levels versus outflows. Also plotted on this
: figure is the envelope curve for Plan 12-A-9,

Plan 12-A-9 shows that the critical point occurs at a Lake Ontario stage
of 244.33 feet and an outflow of 296,000 cfs. Based on past experience,
power operation difficulties would be encountered at a Lake Ontario elevation
of about 244.33-244.35 feet. Figure B-49 shows that at this elevation, the
adjusted basis-of-comparison as well as Plan 6L would both require an addi-
tional capacity, over that of Plan 12-A-9 of about 4,000 cfs. Plan 155 would
require an additional capacity of about 6,000 cfs, or an additional 2,000 cfs
over that for the adjusted basis-of-comparison or Plan 6L. Plan 25N would
require an additional capacity of about 5,000 cfs or an additional 1,000 cfs
over that for the adjusted basis-of-comparison or Plan 6L. Figure B-48 shows
the locations where channel excavation would be necessary.

It should be noted that detailed engineering studies would be necessary
to determine whether or not elevation 244.33 feet would still be the critical
level. Preliminary estimates have indicated that higher Lake Ontario
outflows at higher Lake Ontario stages would not cause any worse condition to
\ the existing river profile. If a higher Lake Ontario stage, and hence

outflow become more critical, then higher capacities would be required. It
should also be noted that the envelopes have all been prepared using monthly

——
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values. This procedure has excluded the quarter-monthly values which, if
used, would call for higher capacity increases.

Shore I'rotection Works:  Since channel excavations would be mostly con-
fined to the shallow shoal areas, shore protection was considered not
necessary except for the areas at Galop and Ogden Islands. No estimates have
been made in this study for such shore protection works.

Cost Kstimaites:  Construction effort relates mostly to dredging in the
river. The material to be dredged is assumed to be mostly glacial till, con-
sisting of sand, gravel, and boulders. As discussed in the section above,
Channel knlargements, the additional channel capacity required in the
International Reach of the St. Lawrence River is 4,000 cfs for the adjusted
basis-of-comparison and Plan 6L; 6,000 cfs for Plan 15S and 5,000 cfs for
Plan 25N. These would require excavation of about 3, 3.8, and 4.5 million
cubic yards, respectively (Figure B-46).

Cost estimates for the remedial alternatives were based on unit costs
expected on similar dredging projects in that part of the St. Lawrence River
expressed on July 1979 price levels. This includes the transportation and
disposal on land of the dredged material. It was assumed that dry land
disposal areas would be available. These costs were escalated by a 25 per-
cent contingency allowance to obtain the total direct costs. Indirect costs,
which include allowance for detailed investigations, foundation and geolog-
ical exploration, engineering designs, construction supervision and adminis-
tration, were estimated at 15 percent of the total direct costs and added
to obtain the total estimated first cost. To this was added interest during
construction calculated by applying interest at 8-1/2 percent for one-half
the estimated construction period to obtain the total investment cost. For
the adjusted bhasis-of-comparison and Lake Erie Plans 6L, 155, and 25N, exca-
vation in the International Reach of the St. Lawrence River would require
about 2 years.

Annual cost as considered here includes all annual costs occurring
after activation of a project and is the sum of the finance costs and
operation and maintenance costs.

The method used to estimate each of these factors is described below:

1. Finance costs were calculated on an economic project life of 50
years and include interest and amortization. The annual payments provide for
payment of interest and a sinking fund to retire the debt in the timeframe of
50 years. An interest rate of 8-1/2 percent was used.

2. Operation and maintenance costs were estimated by applying per-
centage factors to the direct cost of the items. Because of minimum main-
tenance expected in the excavated channel, the applicable factor on this

expense was 0.26 percent. This cost includes the cost of administration and
general expense.

Present worth for each of the excavation alternatives was also calcu-
Tated based on a 50-year economic project life and the investment cost
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discussed earlier. The present worth of the annual operation and maintenance
costs was added to the investment cost to determine the total present worth
of each alternative. Table B-8 shows the cost estimates of the required
remedial measures in the International Reach of the St. Lawrence River.

3.5.3 Canadian Reach

Hydraulic Design: To present a range of channel enlargements at Lachine
Rapids that would be required to mitigate flooding in Lake St. Louis, four
remedial alternatives in the Canadian Reach of the St. Lawrence were
examined. A compensating structure at Lachine was also considered to offset
the effect of channel enlargement at low flows.

For the hydraulic analyses required to establish construction estimates,
the following criteria were used:

1. The flooding level on Lake St. Louis was taken as elevation 72.2
feet, IGLD (1955) at Pointe Claire gauge. This corresponds to an outflow
from Lake St. Louis of 390,000 cfs and, from the best information available,

is the level at which flood damage begins. This then is considered the
base flow.

2. Analysis and cost estimate for flow increases of up to 50,000 cfs
(above 390,000 cfs) were made to provide data for a cost versus capacity
increase curve.

3. A low flow value of 220,000 cfs was used for low flow conditions
in the evaluation.
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Table B-8 - St. Lawrence River Area Remedial Works - Summary of
Discharge Capacities and Cost Estimates for Selected
Lake Erie Regulation Plans

: Tost Estimatest/ -
: Increase in : (millions of dollars)

Discharge : Average
Capacities : First : Annual : Present
Alternatives i (cfs) : Cost : Costs :  Worth
International ; ; ; : ; ]
Plan 6L © 4,000 : 30.0: 2.9 : 33.6
Plan 15S : 6,000 : 45,0 : 4.3 : 50.2
Plan 25N : 5,000 : 38.0 : 3.4 : 39,1
Adjusted Basis~of-Comparison : 4,000 + 30.0 : 2.9 33.6
Canadian . : .
1
Plans 6L, 155, and 25N and : : H :
Adjusted Basis-of Comparison : 15,000 ¢ 41.9 4,0 : 46.5
Total {International & Canadﬁn). :
Plan 6L D79 6.9 80.1
Plan 15S : 86.9 : 8.3 9.7
Plan 25N : 79.9 : 7.4 85.6
Adjusted Basis-of-Comparison : 71.9 : 6.9 80.1

1/ Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price levels, a 50-year economic
life, and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate.
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Details of the analysis for the discharges considered are as follows:

1. Alternative 1. Flow increase of 50,000 cfs for a total of 440,000
cfs.

2. Alternative 2. Flow increase of 35,000 cfs for a total of 425,000
cfs.

3. Alternative 3. Flow increase of 20,000 cfs for a total of 410,000
cfs.

4. Alternative 4. Flow increase of 15,000 cfs for a total of 405,000
cfs.

It was considered that no control structure would be necessary for the
maintenance of lake levels at low flow under Alternatives 3 and 4 above as
the lowering would be very small.

The amount of channel capacities versus excavation quantities are
plotted in Figure B-50. The location of the excavation for each alternative
{s shown in Figure B-51.

Channel Enlargements: One of the requirements for Lake Ontario regula-
tion is that the downstream riparian interests should not experience any
worse condition under regulation. Thus, the maximum Lake Ontario outflow
limitation, termed P-Limitation, was incorporated into Pian 1958-D to control
the deviation of the regulation outflows from those outflows which would
occur under pre-project (without Lake Ontario regulation) conditions. Under
Category 3 study, it was noted that increasing the P-Limftation by 15,000 cfs
in all three selected Lake Erie regulation plans would satisfy the 1JC
requirements for the regulation of Lake Ontario. The amount of excavation
required corresponding to this increase in channel capacity would be about 1
million cubic yards. All removed material was assumed to be sedimentary
rock. No control structure was considered necessary to offset the lowering
effect during low supply conditions.

Shore Protection Works: Since channel excavation would be confined to
the shallow rapids area, shore protection was considered not necessary.

Cost Estimates: The major part of the construction effort relates to
dredging of sedimentary rock. Unit costs of concrete, earthfill, excavation,
etc., affecting the control structure costs have been based in part, on
figures used for previous Montreal flood studies. They have been updated
according to a Canadian ENR index from December 1974 to December 1977 by a
conversion factor of 1.45. They were further updated to July 1979 by a con-
version factor of 1.20.

The costs com?uted were escalated by a 25 percent contingency allowance
to obtain the total direct costs. Indirect costs, which include allowance
for detailed investigations, foundation and geological exploration,
engineering designs, construction supervision and administration, were
estimated at 15 percent of the total direct costs and added to obtain the
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total estimated first cost. To this was added interest during construction
calculated by applying interest at 8-1/2 per cent for one-half the estimated
construction period to obtain the total investment cost. For capacity
increases of 50,000 cfs and 35,000 cfs, this was considered as 3 years. For
capacity increases of 20,000 cfs and 15,000 cfs, this was considered 2 years.

Annual cost includes all annual costs occurring after activation of a

project and is the sum of the finance costs and operation and maintenance
costs.

The method used to estimate each of these factors is described below:

1. Finance costs were calculated on an economic project life of 50
years and include interest and amortization. The annual payments provide for
payment of interest and a sinking fund to retire the debt in the timeframe of
50 years. An interest rate of 8-1/2 percent was used.

2. Operation and maintenance costs were estimated by applying per-
centage factors to the direct cost of the items. Operation and maintenance
costs include interim replacement costs, administration, and general expense.
Interim replacement costs, when required, were computed on those items which
would normally be considered as replaceable before the end of the project
life. Replaceable equipment and facilities include gates, gate hoists,
stoplogs, and appurtenances. Because of minimum maintenance expected in the
excavation channel, a factor of 0.26 percent was used for excavation only
with Alte 1atives 3 and 4. When interim replacements were required with
Alternatives 1 and 2, a factor of 0.28 percent was used.

Present worth for each of the excavation alternatives was also calcu-
lated in a similar manner as that described in Section 3.5.2, .

As stated above, a capacity increase of 15,000 cfs (Alternative 4) would
satisfy the IJC requirements for the regulation of Lake Ontario as well as
limited regulation of Lake Erie under Plans 6L, 155, or 25N. This increase
would also accommodate the adjusted basis-of-comparison. The cost estimate
for this increase is shown in Table B-8.

3.6 Remedial Works Required for Selected Regulation Plans

As previously stated in Section 3.5, excavation would be required in
both the International and Canadian Reaches of the St. Lawrence River to
acconmodate a combined Lakes Erie and Ontario Regulation Plan. The following
is a summary of the discharge capacities and costs of these remedial works.

In order to accommodate the adjusted basis-of-comparison or Plan 6L, an
additional capacity of 4,000 cfs in the International Reach of the
St. Lawrence River would be required. The first cost of the excavation is
about $30.0 million. The corresponding annual cost, after adjustment for
finance, and operation and maintenance, is about $2.9 million. Discharge
capacities and a cost summary, including first costs, annual costs, and pre-
sent worth, are shown in Table B-8,
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Plan 155 would require an additional capacity of 6,000 cfs in the
International Reach of the St. Lawrence River. The first cost of the excava-
tion is about $45.0 million. The corresponding annual cost, after adjustment
for finance, and operation and maintenance, is about $4.3 million. Discharge
capacities and a cost summary, including first costs, annual costs, and pre-
sent worth, are shown in Table B-8.

Plan 25N would require an additional capacity of 5,000 cfs in the
International Reach of the St. Lawrence River. The first cost of the excava-
tion is about $38.0 million. The corresponding annual cost, after adjustment
for finance, and operation and maintenance, is about $3.4 million. Discharge
capacities and a cost summary, including first costs, annual costs, and pre-
sent worth, are shown in Table B-8.

At the Lachine Rapids area, west of Montreal, all three Lake Erie
regulation plans under Category 3 would require an additional capacity of
about 15,000 cfs. The first cost of the excavation is about $42.0 million.
The corresponding annual cost, after adjustments for finance, and operation
and maintenance costs, is estimated to be about $4.0 million. Discharge
capacities and a cost summary, including first cost, annual cost, and present
worth, are shown in Table B-8.

The following is a summary of the relative discharge capacities and com-
bined costs of remedial works in the International and Canadian Reaches of
the St. Lawrence River. The total first costs, based on July 1979 price
levels, are $72 million for the adjusted basis-of-comparison and Plan 6L, $87
million for Plan 155, and $80 milljon for Plan 25N. The corresponding annual
costs are $6.9 million for the adjusted basis-of-comparison and Plan 6L, $8.3
million for Plan 155, and $7.4 million for Plan 25N. Table B-8 provides a
cost summary of remedial works in the St. Lawrence River.

Tables B-9, B-10, B-11, and B-12 show a time profile of all undiscounted
and discounted project costs in each year of occurrence over the assumed
50-year economic project 1ife of each of the limited regulation of Lake Erie
plans and the adjusted basis-of-comparison.
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Table B-9 - Regulation Plan 6L and the Adjusted Basis-of-Comparison - Project
Cost Time Profile for Internatfonal Reach of the St. Lawrence River

: Undiscounted : Discounted
Item : Year : Project Costl/: Project Costl/

: : S : . 4
? Investment Cost : : $32,600,000 : $32,600,000

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 1 80,000 : 73,733

: : : 67,956

t 62,633

: : : 57,726

! Operation and Maintenance Cost: 5 : 80,000 : 53204

! : : : 49,036

} : : : 45,194
!

41,654

: : : 38,390

' Operation and Maintenance Cost: 10 : 80,000 35,383
| : : ' : 32,611
, : : : 30,056
; : : : 27,702
: : : 25,531

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 15 : 80,000 : 23,531

i : : : 19,989
: : : : 18,423
: : . 16,980

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 20 80,000 : 15,649
: : : 14,423

13,293

12,252

: : : 11,292

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 25 : 80,000 : 10,408
: : : 9,592

8,841

8,148

: : : 7,510

| Operation and Maintenance Cost: 30 80,000 6,921
: : : 6,379

: : : 5,879

: : : 5,419

: : : 4,994

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 35 80,000 : 4,603

3.910
3,604

Operation and Maintenance Cost : 40 ; 80,000

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 45 : 80,000 : 2.036

Operation and Maintenance Cost; 50 ; 80,000 ; 1,354

Present Worth : : : 333,525,246

17 Cost estimates are based on.July 1679 '
1 price level, 50-year economi
project life and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate. ' Y ‘

!
i
.
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Table BR-10 - Regulation Plan 155 - Project Cost Time Profile for
International Reach of the St. Lawrence River

Item

- -l

Undiscounted :

: Year : Project Costl/:

Discounted _
Project Costl/

Investment Cost

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation

Operation and Maintenance Cost;

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

and Maintenance

Present Worth

Cost;

Costz
Costz
Cost%
Cost}
Costs
Costz
Cost}
Cost}

Cost:

A
$48,800, 000
1 120,000

5 E 120,000
10 E 120,000
15 S 120,000
20 S 120,000
25 g 120,000
30 E 120,000
35 % 120,000

40 : 120,000

3
$48,800,000

110,599

101,935
93,949
86,589
79,805
713,553
67,791
62,480
57,586
53,074
33,916
45,084
41,552
38,297
35,297

TR

29,983
27,634
25,469
23,474

19, 940
18,378
16,938
15,61}
14,338
13,281
12,222
11,265
10,382
5,569
8.819
8,128
7,492
6,905
5,364
5,865
5,406
4,982
4.592

45 : 120,000

50 120,000

8,232
3,901
3,595
3)313
3.054
7,815
2'594
2,391
2,204
2,031

17 Cost estimates are based o
project life and an 8-1/2
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Table B-11 - Regulation Plan 25N - Project Cost Time Profile for
International Reach of the St. Lawrence River

: Undfscounted : Discounted
Item : Year : Project Costl/: Project Costl/

: : ? : s
Investment Cost : :  $38,000,000 : $38,000,000

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 1 : 100,000 : 92,166
: : : 84,946

‘ 78,291

! : : : 72,157

| Operation and Maintenance Cost: 5 : 100,000 : 66,505

{ M H . 61,2.95

i

!

|

56,493
52,067
: : : 47,988
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 10 : 100,000 : 44,229
: : 40,764
: : : : 37,570
! : : : 34,627
: : : 31,914
‘ Operation and Maintenance Cost: 15 : 100,000 : 29,414
. : : : 24,986
} : : : 23,028
: : : 21,224
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 20 : 100,000 : 19,562
: : 18,029
16,617 ]
, : : : 15,315
i : : : 14,115
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 25 100,000 - 13,009
: : 11,99
11,051
10,185
: : : 9,387
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 30 100,000 : 8,652
: : : 1,974
7,349
6,774
: : : 6,243
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 35 : 100,000 : 5,754
: : : 5,303
4,888
4,505
: : : 4,1;2
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 40 : 100 000 : 3,827
: : : 3,527
3,251
2,996
: : : 2,761
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 45 : 100,000 : 2,545
: : : 2,345
: 2,162
1,992
: : : 1,836
Operation and Maintenance Cost: 50 : 100,000 1,692 |

Present Worth : : : 339,156,562

17 Cost estimates are based on.Jul ;
y 1979 price level,
project life and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate.

50-year economic
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Table B-12 - Regulation Plans 6L, 155, and 25N and the Adjusted
Basis-of-Comparison - Project Cost Time Profile for
Canadian Reach of the St. Lawrence River

: ¢ Undiscounted : Discounted
Item L : Year :  Project Costl/: Project Costl/
. . $- . -

. : : 3
Investment Cost : ¢ $45,480,000 $45,480,000

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 1 : 90,000 82,949

: : : 76,451

70,462

: : : 64,942

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 5 : 90,000 : 59,854

: : : 55,165

50,843

46,860

: : : 43,189

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 10 : 90,000 39,806

: : : 36,687

33,813

31,164

: : : 28,723

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 15 90,000 : 26,473

: : v 24,399

22,487

20,726

: : : 19,102

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 20 : 90,000 : 17,605

: : : 16,226

14,955

. 13,783

. : : : 12,704

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 25 : 90,000 : 11,708

: : : 10,791

9,946

9,167

: : : 8,449

Operation and Mafntenance Cost: 30 : 90,000 : ;,7?;
. . . ’1

6,614

6,096

: : : 5,619

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 35 : 9,000 : 5,178

: : : 4,773

4,399

4,054

: : : 3,737

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 40 9 000 3,4;:
. . . ’1

2,925

2,696

: : : 2,485

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 45 : 90,000 : g,fg?

1,946

1,793

: : : 1,653

Operation and Maintenance Cost: 50 90,000 1,523

Present Worth : : . $4%,520,900

17 Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price level, 50

-year economic
project 1ife and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate. ’
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Section 4
COST SUMMARY OF REGULATORY AND REMEDIAL WORKS
4.1 General

Limited regulation of Lake Erie would require construction of regulatory
works at the head of the Niagara River. To implement a combined Lake Erie
and Ontario Regulation Plan, remedial works in the St. Lawrence River would
also be required. The nature and extent of these works depend on the regula-
tion plan selected.

Table B-13 is a summary of the costs of regulatory and remedial works
relative to the regulation plan investigated. These are the preliminary
estimates only and not based on detafled design studies.

The costs shown for the St. Lawrence remedial works also reflect those
which would be required for channel enlargement to accommodate the high water
supplies of the 1970's while not violating the 1JC criteria for the regula-
tion of Lake Ontario.
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Table B-13 ~ Summary of Costs of Regulatory and
Remedial Works
_ Cost Estimatesl/ (millions of dollars)
! 2 First : ~Average : Present
| Regulation Plan : Cos%s : AnnuaISCosts : Worth
! Plan 6L : :
4 Niagara River : 10.3 1.2 13.8
St. Lawrence River : :
Internatioan! Reach : 30.0 : 2.9 : 33.6
Canadian Reach : 41.9 4.0 : 46.5
i Total Cost : w7 8.1 : 93.9
! Plan 15S :
! Niagara River : 19.6 2.0 22.5
1 St. Lawrence River : : :
: International Reach : 45.0 4.3 : 50. 2
i Canadian Reach : 41.9 : 4.0 : 46.5
; Total Cost . 106.5 10.3 : 119.2
! Plan 25N : : :
: Niagara River : 111.4 11.6 : 134.3
St. Lawrence River : : :
International Reach : 38.0 3.4 : 39.1
! Canadian Reach : 41.9 4.0 : 46.5
Total Cost : I9T.3 15.0 : .
Adjusted Basis-of-
Comparison
St. Lawrence River : : :
International Reach : 30.0 : 2.9 : 33.6
Canadian Reach : 41,9 4.0 : 46.5
Total Cost : 9 . 5.9 : 0.1
1/ Cost estimates are based on July 1979 price levels, a 50-year economic
life, and an 8-1/2 percent interest rate.




ANNEX A
CONVERSION FACTORS
(BRITISH TO METRIC UNITS) .

1 cubic foot per second (cfs) = 0.028317 cubic metres per second (oms)
1 cfs-months = 0,028317 cms-months
1 foot = 0.30480 metres
1 inch = 2.54 centimetres
1 mile (statute) = 1.6093 kilometres
1 ton (short) = 907.18 k1ilograms
1 ton (long) = 1016.0 kilograms
1 square mile = 2.5900 square kilometres
1 cubic mile = 4,1682 cubic kilometres
Temperature in Celsius: °C = (°F - 32) / 1.8
1 acre - feet = 1233.5 cubic metres
1 gallon (U.S.) = 3.7853 litres
1 gallon (British) = 4,5459 litres




ANNEX B
January 16, 1978

Terms of Reference
Regulatory Works Subcommittee

In accordance with the February 21, 1977 letter to the International
Joint Commission from the Governments and the International Joint
Commission's Directive to the International Lake Erie Regulation Study Board,
dated May 10, 1977, the subcommittee will develop engineering designs and
cost estimates of regulatory works in the Niagara River and other remedial
structures in the Niagara and St. Lawrence Rivers required to implement pro-

posed Lake Erie regulation plans. In carrying out this task the subcommittee
will:

a. Prepare preliminary engineering design and cost estimates for regu-
latory and remedial works in the Niagara River.

b. Prepare preliminary engineering design and cost estimates for reme-
dial works in the St. Lawrence River.

Cc. Prepare discharge capacity-cost curves for use in regulation plan
development.

d. Prepare detailed engineering design and cost estimates for regula-
tory and remedial works required for selected regulation plans.

e. Prepare reports on investigations.

f. Assist and prepare information for the Public Participation program.




e . — —

J.
D.

J.

Name
Foley 1/
Cuthbert 1/

Hol1mer
Tedrow
Hung
Daly
Ellis
Yee
McGregor
Erhart2/

ANNEX C
MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES LIST

REGULATORY WORKS SUBCOMMITTEE
(1977 - 1981)

Agency
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

Canadian Dept. of Public Works
Canadian Dept. 6f Environment

Power Authority of State of New York
NYS Dept. of Environmental Conservation
St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corp.
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

Canadian Dept. of Environment

Canadian Dept. of Environment

Ontario Hydro

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers

1/ chairman, Respective Section
2/ Long-Term Associates

Period of Service

From To
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977  June 1979
June 1979 Completion
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977 Jan. 1978
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977 Completion
Oct. 1977 Completion




ANNEX D
REFERENCE LIST

International Regulation of Lake Erie, Water Levels Study, Construction
Estimate, McPhee, Smith, Rosenstein Engineers P.C., July 1978,

International Regulation of Lake Erie, Water Levels Study, Real Estate and
Damages, McPhee, Smith, Rosenstein Engineers P.C., July 1978.

International Lake Erie Regulation Study, Summary Report by Regulatory Works
Subcoomittee, September 1978.

International Lake Erie Regulation Study, Cost Estimate Summary, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District, January 1980,

Final Report of the Ad-Hoc Economics Subcommittee, May 1978.

Report on Superior-Erie-Ontario Regulation Plan, SEO-17P, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, September 1974.

Appendix G - Regulatory Works Appendix, Regulation of Great Lakes Water
Levels, A Report by the International Great Lakes Levels Board to the
International Joint Commission, December, 1973.

Steady-State Sub-Critical Flow Backwater Model for the Niagara River, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, Buffalo District. See Annex E for a listing of this
computer program.

Upper St. Lawrence Hydraulic Transient Model, NOAA Technical Memorandum
ERL GLERL - 24 October 1978,

Report by Federal-Provincial Committee on Flow Regulation, Montreal Region,

by Envirorment Canada and Quebec Department of Natural Resources, October,
1976.

International Lake Erie Regulation Study - Lachine Rapids, St. Lawrence
River, a report prepared by Engineering Division, Environment Canada,
January, 1979,

Hydrographic and Geotechnical Information on the St. Lawrence River,
St. Lawrence Seaway Authority, Cornwall, Ontario, 1978.

Hydrographic and Geotechnical Information on the St. Lawrence River, Ontario
Hydro, Toronto, Ontario, 1978.

HEC-2 Water Surface Profiles, Users Manual, Hydrologic Engineering Center,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, October, 1973.




ANNEX E

INTERNATIONAL LAKE ERIE REGULATION STUDY
RATIONALE FOR THE SELECTION OF N3 AS THE
MOST FAVORABLE NIAGARA RIVER ALTERNATIVE FOR
INCREASING THE OUTFLOW FROM LAKE ERIE

To increase the discharge from Lake Erie, seven alternatives were
investigated: modification of the Black Rock Lock (L1), three structures in
and around Squaw Island (S1, S2, and S3), and three structures partially
obstructing the Niagara River (N1, N2, and N3). The following addresses the
last three alternatives mentioned above (N schemes) and out-lines the justi-
fication for selecting N3 alternative for concentration of further effort.

The maximum proposed diversion flow of 30,000 cfs would have the greatest
impact on the hydraulic parameters when the lowest river flow (200,000 cfs)
is considered. The water surface and energy profiles for a 200,000 cfs flow
were generated and were considered as the base for existing conditions. To
pass 230,000 cfs with the same Lake Erie elevation as that associated with
the base case, the river cross-sectional area would have to be increased by
dredging. Observing the energy profile of the base flow, the greatest energy
loss occurs in the area around the Peace Bridge. Although improving the
channel bottom by dredging in any reach will decrease the energy loss and
thereby increase the flow; it was determined that dredging in the vicinity of
the Peace Bridge was the most efficient location, regardless of which struc-
ture location is chosen.

Having increased the capacity of the river, the next investigation involved
the location of the partial obstruction. Comparing the impact of the three
alternative structures on existing river levels the following was noted:

a. Nj had the least effect on upstream levels and the greatest effect on
downstream levels of all schemes.

b. Ny had the greatest effect on upstream levels and the least effect on
downstream levels of all schemes.

c. N3 appeared to have the least net effect on existing river levels of
the three alternatives.

The cost of the alternative sites was also considered. Cursory cost com-
parisons indicate that the structures for schemes N1 and N2 would be substan-
tially greater than the cost of N3; N1, because of the required length of the
structure; and N2, because of the greater river depth at that location.

One further factor influenced the decision. Location of the structure at any
of the three sites would certainly increase the potential for ice problems
during the winter and spring. However, it has been observed during past ice
runs that large ice floes are often broken up in the vicinity of the Peace




Bridge by high velocity flow and contact with the bridge piers. For this
reason, schemes N2 and N3 would probably create fewer ice problems than N1.

Considering the hydraulic and economic aspects, as well as the potential for
ice problems, N3 was selected as the most favorable "main channel® site for
further study.
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PRIGRAM NTASAA(INIT,IITPUT, TAPESSINP IT, TARES2IUTPYT)

USBFR NIAGAIY JTVER waTH “OIEL = 4318 « 72273023 090443130019
20 VAR 1974
1313002)
SPECTAL STUNIESY SETTION 4313003)
HYJRAULLICS 3ANCH 8313094)
431300%)
CIVPUTER 13 SVYIER 173
CARD FOIRTIANV 38y ¢ 83130099
120 COLUYMN PAIED 43130109
83130113
INPUT CARDIS IV FOLLINING ORIEXR 43137123
43130132
READ 1000 - 1 24R) NJURER OF SECTIINS IN CHANNEL 431301490
FORVAY IS N3l HEST NAVY ISLAV) 4313015
| £ N2 EAST NAVY ISLAN) 83130159
| & NJ3 CMIPPEANA CHANNE I a313017)
| §1 NIG TONAJAYDA CYANNEL ARE_ON TONAGANDA T1S.4AWD 43130138)
1s N33 AEST TIvMasANNA (8LAV) 43130193
15 NJS  EAST TINAWAVDA ISLAV)Y 43130207
1S NIT  TONAWNANDA CHANNTL 43130210
18 NJS  ERENCHVANS SREEC 43130223
3 NI vOT JSED 93130239
15 NI1) NIT USED 83130249
43130250
READ 1001 « | SAR) N CHANGE 43130269
FORVAY 1s NVl SLACC CREEK GASE SECTION 2495 43130273
15 Mv2  JEAVER ISLAND GAGE SECTION 265 43130282
13 NN3  LASALLE GAGE SECTION 3058 4313029
18 NNT JUNTLEY GAGD SECTIIY 354 43130300
18 NVS  3LACK ROCK 3A3E SECTION S2$ 43130310
183 NN PEACE WRIDGE 3A3E SECTION 6700 4313032)
43130339
READ 1050 « JATA SQ3)8 = S0 MAXIMUM = 1 SLANK CARD AT END
FORMAT HX18 19TA  SECTIOV NUM3IEQ 431303%)
axts LWL AREA 43130360
SYI3  LWIE  ELEVATIOV a313037¢0
oxIa I4  AlOT4 4313038)
SXI1S§ IV LENGTH 4313039
sxt2 NV CHANNEL VUMIER 43130400
a313050)
READ 1066 = {1 C4AR) INE COEFFICIENT FIR EASH CHANNEL: 43130580
FORMAT SF5,2 APF CINETICE ZNERGY 20SFICIZNT
IS ISHY JALANCE AND INCREJENT 3v2a8S 0 nND, 1 YES
READ 106S = 1 CaAR) 43133519
FOR“ATEARS  q AV RVUGHNESS CIECFICYENT 43130823
43130569
READ 1063 = | CAR) « FLNON LISS « 3JU6A [SLANVD
POR'ATY 15 NILt SECTION NUVIER JF FLIN LDSS
110 136 FLOW LD8S
IF M) FLO# LOSS SET vOL! AND l3L TI 2893
43130812
READ 7400 -~ | ZaR) TATAL FLIW AND 20VTINUATION CARD
FORVAT FiN,Dd 2 TATAL FLON
FNARVAT It10 ¥ NEA DATA , NEN JARQAMEITER CARD , END JF RuUN
FOQ NFA DATA 6y 121 E7 vw e |
FIQ NEAM PARMVETER Sad) 83 Y0 163 LET w g 2
FI% END IF )N 8) 10 40y LET w s 3
43130622
43130433

DIVENSTINY T8TA(50,3), . 498(%50,8)oLAd(SIsS),TA(5I,S),TLL(50,5)
OTMENSINY ANC18), AMVETEY,AKC1GYo DAY TASINA, G, e(RA. SV AFF(3)




o e o

OIMENSION ZAN(14)
c ORIGINAL
tLst
: KA 8 |
l K9 2 1
Jt s
! JYy s '
! K2 = 2 !
{ ¢ 43130723
i (4 READ PARAVETER CARX) FIA NUMAER IF SESTIONS IN CHANNEL 83130733
4 43130763 |
] READ 1000,%71,932,933,Y28,435,N36,V07,308,V¥)9,%)10 43130759
i ¢ 43130763
¢ READ PARAVETEY CAQD FIR NUMRER JF SESATINS FIR VUGANESS 83130772
! 4 COEFFICIENT Z4ANGE 43130780
| (4 43130799
. READ 1001,VNE, VN2, VN3, NVE,NNS,NNG 431308509
. 1S G TD (20,22,2%,25,29),)
! t 83130329
; 4 READ WEST VAVY 13LAND CAANNEL DATA 43130839
4 843130843
20 PRINT 100S 43130950
PRINT 1020 43130962
LLsNO1
GH 10 a9 431305890
¢ 43130830
¢ READ CHIPPANA CHANNZLI JATA 4313090)
c . 43130919 |
22 PRINT 1022 43130923
LLs NO3
60 10 a9 43130943
4 43130953
c READ TONAAANIA CHANVE DATA 43130963 l
‘ c 43130979
29 PRINT 1005 43130980
PRINT 1024 43130998
LLaND? I
60 T0 a9 43131010
| c 43131020
] ¢ READ EAST TIVASANIA [SLAND CHANNEL DATA 43131033
c 43131083
26 PRINT 1026 43131053
LL3NDG
G0 Y0 89 43131079
t 43131089
¢ READ FRENC4MANS CIEEC T BUFFALD DATA 43131090
¢ 43131107
28 PQINT 1005 43331119
PRINT 1628 43131129
LLsNOR
¢ 4313115)
¢ READ DATA LAY 43133163
¢ 433131172
49 Ks| .
SO0 READ 1050, I3TACK, LY oL 4DACK, L) LADECK,L)eIaC <L LN, L), NN
c 43131203
¢ DATA CARD (ESTS a3131219
c 43131220
TFCIn(K,L) E2,0)6) T 320
NSNN
IPIN,EQLY3) T 11D
PRINT J0SS,L,V
© CALL EX1T
110 K 8 £ ¢ |
69 Y0 S0 4313130 !
¢ 313181 ¢

——— -
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[ PRINT BASIT JATA TA3( 2 23131323
c a313133)
120 PRINT {nas 43131343

DI 160 T 3 1,.L
RLADE=LADE(T, )
160 :Ql”: 1060, ISTACT LYo JHDRCL, LYo AIELTACT,LY,ILLL, L)Y
3L+
IF(L.LT.6)3D T3 15 I
4313139)
READ PARAMETER CAR)S 43131400

43131819

[a X2 Xal

READ 1085, (Z2aN(I),(31,14)
READ 10463, NILH1AL
155 READ 7400, (%), % ;
D) 18 1v2=3,11 :
ANCIY2)=ZaN(LY2) <
18 CONTINUE ;
KA 3
, K3
‘ Jx
. Jv
¥4

|
{
i READ 1066, (ASF(1),[21,5),1543
]
}

N u
) o -

Q(1)=,36#2(3)

Q(3)=.643(8)

Q3=

SLATER®S PIINT ELEV CIMPUTATIIN (A3 &4 FUNCTIIN
OF THE TOTAL JISC4A3Z, Q(A))

[aNaNal

IUI=Shl,

Q237(8) /1000,
SLOT256,67943+0,0037742200,9981224240
TASCL,1)2INSC1,2)2143(1,3)23L2T7w10),
QFLN#=IwS(1,1)7100,

43131559
PRINT PARAWETER CA) TABLE 43131569

43131570
; PRINT 1067 4313158)

. PRINT 1102 43131599
: PRINT 910
1 PRINT 1200,V]1
! PRINT 1201,932 i
PAIMT 1202,¥)3
PRINT 1205,V)4
PRINT 1204,V¥)5
PIINT 1205, V)6
PRINT 1205, ¥I7
PRINT 1207, VI
PRINT 900 431315610
PRINT 91}
PIINT 1208,9%1,1S7A(NNL,2)
PRINTY 1208,VN2,1ST1A(VV2,2)
PRINT 1208,NV5, [ 3TA(NYS, )
PRINT 120%,VVa, [STA(NVE,B)
PRIYUT 1208,VVS, [Sra(VV5,S5)
} PRINT 1203,NVs,1STACNYS,S)
PRINT 900 4313163
PRINT 9¢2
PALINT 1209,V i
PRINT 210,13 i
PRINT 900
PRTYT 1218,2(W)
PRTNT 1214,3(3)
PRINT 1219,3(1)

[a Xz NaNa)

B-122




[aXaXs)

ano

(s X2 K 2%l

162
163
164

167

169

170

173

PRINT 1216,3(S)
PRINT 900

PRIMT 1217, IFLON
PRINT Sa0

pRINT 913

07 10 IT=sq,14

PRINT 1211,(T,4v(ID)
CINTINUE

PRINT 900

pPRINT 914

03 11 Lv=(,S

PRINT 1212,LT,4FF(LT)
CINTENUE

PRINY 915, v

PRINT 901

FIR RNUGHIESS COEFFICTEVY
DY t62 1 = 1,148

AANCT) = AN(ID)

D3 t6a 1 & t,14

ACI) = AN(I) » AN(T)

WEST NAVY [SLAND CHANVEL

Plaza, /3,
QC=n(t)

FOR PRINT T IF IASCKAATER COUPJTATIIVS SENSE S#ITCH 3 IV
IF SENSE SaTTCA4 3 JIv JALANCE AND IVCIEYENT wILL NIT ICCud

TPCTIW3al NE,2)6) T 167

K2st

IF(x2,E2,2)3) TD 163

PRINT 1067

PRINT 1020

PRINT 1069

LsO

LA s o0

I1st

LelL + 1

LA s LA ¢ 1

ALT,L) =2 LOOACT, L) CCTASCT,L)=LADECTI,LY)/ZL10) ) LN C(T,L)
VONSQ(LA)Z74&(L, L)

HVINSVONRVINRAFF (L) *,0155473

IF(xZ,En,213) 1D 1590

VHEADRYNNEVIN/(2,232,2)

R{NSsTaS8(I, L0

THEADSRIAS/100,0Y4E0D

PRINT 310, T8TACT, L0, ATINS QLA ACT L0 LNCIoL)oVOIN,VHELD, THEAD
J sl

143CJ,L) = I43(1,L) ¢ 2

KJslJslJis)

TELEV s [a3(J,L)

ACJsL) = LAIACT, L) ¢ CCIASCI,L) o LWIECI,L))Z100.) » XA(J,L)
VUuPsA(LAY 78 (], L)

HVJPRVUP AV IR eATF (| )e,015547Y

HYBHVNVeNny J2

TAVIRCUINCT, L0 «Ta(Je0) #,5) Z7TL(L, 0

© TEST FOR AELL=JESIZVE) TRANSITIOV

TAvA 8 (C & (I,.) 7t4(l,0)) = A& (Jel) 2100307000 T, L0
DEVY 3 22169 = AYS(TANT)

DEva & 22167 = aA38(ftavs)

TF(NEVA,LE,N,)13) 1D 137

1C doss 29!

. pT
Copy ovalledl® 18 production

e3113156%)

43131679

43131693

43131709
435331719

43131769
43131772
4313179

4313181)
43131922
431312%)
43131880

43131899
43131300

43132099

43132100
313211)




197

194
200

210

220

230

234
235

260

2462
263

265
270

290

aonoN

3%0

331

340

IF(PEVI LEL0,)53) 1D 1397
cce, 0

CE=.2

67 10 198

CC=,2%

CE=,5

1F(4V) 200,223,210

HTe=CE eHV

CNEF = Ct

67 10 230

HT = CCewv

COEF s CC

63 10 230

HY = 0,

CNEF = o,

AAVER Sa(A(T,LVeAC],L))

WAVE = Se(Ta(l,L) ¢ Ta(J,L))
R=AAVEZAVE
HFIZTOCANCRILCI,L)eAd<( ) /7(2,20820AAVESAAVE«RRa2IT4)
MTITALZAV 4TS 4FQ

I = HTINTAL » 100
IFC(HTOTALA1000-T4210-5),GE,0,)G60 7O 234
NTITALSH

67 TN 23S

HTDTAL = (4 ¢

CIONTINUE

IAS(J, L) = [AS(I,L) o NTOTAL

1x = (#3CJ,0)

IF(IY=1FLEV) 280,270,253

IF(XJ, GEL2)3) T 252

KJ3lJs2

63 10 190

IF(1.1=2)270,190,130

TF(XJ,GEL2)G) T 263

Xizl1JJe2

GJ T2 190

1F(1JI,GE.2)3) 1D 130

IF(XZ,EN,2)3) T3 29

INAVESWNAVE

VHEADIVUIPRY J3/(2,032,2)

Ringatas(i,.L)

THEADSRIWI/Z1N0,0V4ER)

PRINT 1089,722,0AVE, INAVE, R ILCT,L) ANC.D oMV, HT,4FR,4TITAL,CIEF
PRINT 1310, 1STACI LYo AS,RCLAYACT o 0, 1ACJoL)eVUPRVHEALD,THEAD
1aJ

vDNavVypP

HYIN 2 WVYD

GD TD (330,370,823, 752,521,5%1,560,750),LA

EAST NAVY [SLAND Z4ANNEL

SESTINN CIIVIER , AEST VAVY [ISLAND
IFCT.LT NT1)3) TO 190
IF{xL,EN,2)3) 1) 3saa
PRINT IN90,L,APF (L)

L o1

1 s

aC = NL2) = (Y - )
IF(RL,EN,?13) T) 3%)
PRINT 1021

PRINT 1069

G3 ') 170

SEZTINY CIINTER , €437 VAVY [SLAND

Copy availa

permit fully legible reprod!

TIC does not
ble to D otion

43132203

4313222

431322937

43132319

43132829
43132482

4313252)

4313256)

43132659
4313286
43132677
43132689

a313277)
e313278)

8313279

i




(2 Xz N z)

[z XaXs)

o000 o000

[2 XX ;]

3790

L L)

40t

ac2

403

40S

814

€20

a22

a2a
426

430

IF(L.LTNIIZT 1O 19D
1F(<2,E0,2)3) T) 3D
PRINT 1090, ., AFF(L)

BALANCE tavy 1SLAV)

[F(<Z.EN,1)3) T 31

PRINT 6000, 149C¢Nv,1), TAS(NI2,2), 3(1), BC2), XA, IX
IF(XA,E0,8)5) T 402

CALL RALANDE (N1,92,91,TR8(N01,1),148(932,2),2(1),0C1)sKQ)
IFCI(1).LE,0,.)5) 1D 43¢

IF(R(2),LE,0,)37 TI 4

IF (KA=3) 408,303,393

KA 8 1

PRIMT 1103

G) TD 40S

CALL INCAEM(IN,T48(NIL,1),148(V02,2),3(1),<0,JX)
IF(xa,LT7.a)53) T2 405

Kdzy

JY = 1

62 10 a0

I=y

9C=0(1)

Q(2) = A(3) « (1)

63 1D 169

CHIPPARA THANNEL' A3IVE NAVY ISLANVD

IF(x2,EQ,2)5) 1) 4le
PRINT 1067

PREIMT 1030

PRINT 1068

I 38 NO2 ¢ 1

[AS(1,2) = TN9(NDL1)
L=t

AN(2) = AN(Y)

AK(2) 3 AY(3)

0C = a(Y)

MMt = NOQ ¢ iS5

62 10 170

N CHANGE , SLACK CESLK SAGE

IF (J = NN1) ad0,922,%249
ANC2) = AN(a)

AK(2) = A¢(a)

Gd T3 180

N CHANGE, IEAVER [3.AND GAGE

IF (1 = NN2) ad0,12%,430
AN(2) = AN(S)

Ag(2) 8 AX(S)

G 13 1m0

PASE CMANGE

IF(JNE.M91)35T TO 19D
TF(NNSLE, 4Y1)3) 1) 830
1F(xZ,ER,2)3) 1) 178
PRINT 1067

PRINT 1039

PRINT 1068

6 1D 173

SELTINN CHINIER , SHATOIPEAA CHANVEL

8-125 Cort

43152933

43132983
45132953

43132943

431329%)

43133009

43133063
43133052
431330693
43133072

43133103
43133110

451331,
43133203

83133240
4313325)

4313329
43133309

43153359
43133360
43133373

43138399




[aXa N al (2]

(22 aXal

[a X aXal

OO0 Mmoo

[ XaXal (2 XaXal

ag0

as4

460
862

w3

are

520

s21

5710

IFCL. LT . NI3)3D 1D 1v)
TONA»aYNA CHANNEL 3Z.I4 TOMAAAMIA [S_AND

IF(x7,ER8,2)3) T 431

PRIVY 1099, Ly AFS(.)

PRiaT 1067

PITNT 1023

PRINT 1068

Tz}

ANCY)Y = AN(S)

AK(3) = A<(S)

QC = a(a) = AY) 3 (W) = Q(Y)
GJd 0 1719

N CHAMGE, LASALLE 3453

IF €J = Nv¥3) 470,152,353
AN(Y) = ANCY?)

AX(}) 3 A<(7)

G 173 tan

PASE CHANGE

IF (J.NE.1813) T 370
IFCN)1,LEL14)3) TD) 479
IF(<2,EN,2)3) 1] 17}
PRIMNY 1067

PRINT (06"

PRIIT 1023

60 13 113

SECTINN CIINTERX o TINANENDA CHAVNEL: 3E.O4 TIVANANDA ISLAVD

IFCT LT, 79232 TD 190
NEST TONAANVIA 13LAV) CHANNEL

IF(KZ,EN,2)3) 12 529
PRINT 1090, Ly AFF(LY)
PRINT 1047

PRINT 1026

PRINT 1069

1 8 NOU ¢

L=?

IAS(1,3) 3 [A3(NT4,3)
AN(3) 3 AN(Y)

AC(3) = AN(9)

QeC = A(s)

63 T 1710

SEZTION CIINTER , 4537 TONANANDA ISLAV)
IFCL.LT NDS)3DY 1D 190
EAST TONANANIA TOLANV) CHANNEL

IF(4Z,EN,2)5) 1) S
PRINT 1090, Ly AFF(.)
12

1483(1,8) = [93(%01%,8)
ANCa) s AN(I)

AK(n) 8 A<()

QC 3 0(6) = () « W3)
IF(L.EN.2)3Y 1Y 1 1)

‘:cp"(IVO

gomnit fully

B-126

CE S I

4313330
43133412
83333427
4313335

4313337

43133523
931335390

4313387)
43133589

43133530
4313354
83133559

8313366
431336%)

43133599
43133702

43133730
43133749
43133750

43133829
43133832
43133853

43133869
4313357

dable to DTIC does mot

legible reproductiots




oo

noOn

onn

[a X2 X4)

[ XX,

[, X7,

sn

609

610
612

614

50

(31

660

470

PRINT 1327
PRINY (068
£ 10 170

SECTINN CIINTER , EAST TINANANDA [SLAND
TFCI.LT NY8)3) 1) 190
IF(KZ,EQ,2)3) T 500
PRINT 1099, Ly AFE(LY)

BALANCE fIvARANDA TSLAND

TF(R7,E6,1)3) T) 65)

PRINT 6001, TaS(VIS,3), Las(NIa,a), (3}, 2(6), %A, JIX
IFLCA,EQR,3)G) T »1)

CALL SALANZE(wS,nb,23,148(NI5,3),108¢€%36,8),2(5),0(5),%a)
IF(R(S) LEL0,)3D D §3)

IF(R(A) LEL,0,)5) 1) 603

IF (KA = 4) 513,612,512

K4 = {

PRINT 1103

63 10 614

CALL TNCREW(II2,T43(V¥)5,3),1w3(N06,0),2(S),<A,Jx)
IF(XKA,LT,A)3) TD o1

xazq

JX = 1|

G TN 6S0

I 2 NNG ¢ |

L =2

LA =2 Ld -2

0C = A(S)

Q(s) = q(a) = A(S)

63 Y0 170

TOVAANAYOR CHAYVEL A33VE TINANANDA 18.4VD

IF(KZ,EQ,2)533 TD 659
PRINT L1067

PRINT 1025

1 8 NOS ¢ 8
148(1,3)8148(V)5,3)
AN(3)=mANC)O)
AX(3)=AK(10)

L2

acsn(Y)

Mu2zNOS+1 8

63 70 170

PAGE CHANGE

TF(J.ME,¥¥2)3) TO 870
1F(x2,E0,2)3) 1D 178
PRINT 1067
PRINT 1029
PRINT 1064
62 1) 173

N CHAMGE , <4INTLEY

TPCIME,YNE)5) T 69)
ANCS)san(1t)

AK(Y)sax (1))

63 TN tag

SESTINY CIJVTEN , TIVAAANDA CHANNELI ASIVE TIVANANOA TSLAYD
IFLILLY, %7037 19 199

43133379
4313398

43134032
43134043
43134052

e313414)
4313415

43134209

45130262
asi3a2?)
4313428)
8313429)

43134323

43134422

43138369

as138e7) |
e3136082

(138 11) })

4313439)
as13a89y




o000

aonn

[2 X aXal

700

109

T10

T

s

Tia

115
Ti6

150

750

Ten

To9

167

762

[F(x2,60,2)3) 11 79)
PRINT 1090,L,0FF ()

BALANCE Gav) ISLAVY

IF(X2,EN,1)53) 1) 73)

DEV3(IAS(NIS,2)=143(N)T7,3))

IOEVanEyv

PRINT 4002, T43(N13,2),TAS(NIT, XY Q(3)3(7)s<8,JY,INEV
IF(XH,EQ,3)3) TD 71

CALL RALANCE(93,47,22,143(N13,2),148(V)7,3),3(3),Q(3),43)
IFEA(3) . LELQ.)3Y 1D 7))

IF(R(T) . LE,0,13D 7D 733

IF(<4=8)T a4, TL2, 712

L4} 3}

PRINT 110%

6 1) Ta

CALL UNCREM(T)I3,143(vI3,2),(wS(NOT,8),2(3),4¢8,J0Y)
IF(eq LY, 4)3)Y 7Y 714

A3}

K3zt

Jxst

Jvysi

[ 41}

07 71y 1I=1,18

AN(L)zAAN(T)

PRIMT 1104

G7 T 1Al

NC2N(1)=N(8)=2¢(?)

0€a)eN(T7)32(9)=2(8)

0D 71S Ist,11

ANCT)SAANCT)

D) 71h 131,49

ANCT)sANCT) eaN(D)

G2 10 169

FRENCHVANS CEEX TD AFFALD

PIAINT 1067

PRINT 1024

PRINT (Ne58

I3t

L=d
198(1,5)=143(%I7,3)
AN(S)=zAq(12)
AK(5)=Aax(12)
acsngn)

¢) 1D 170

N CHAMGE , 3LAZK 22«

[F(J=MNS)T88,752,7790
IF(LALLEL0)5) T3 730
IFCTULLELN)3) 1D 730
IFCISTA(I,LI=NAL)T30,769,747
QCsu(LA)=l2L72
Q(LA)3R(LAYT L

NVAR|

€17 17 790

JFINYALFR,2)3) TD 730
QCEN(LA)

NNAS2
67 1H 790 ’d‘

ANES)2AN(1Y) &
AC(S) AR (1Y) D'“c

1Fr9m 16,0137 TN 189 x\e \°\‘

43134589
43136%9)
43138602

4313470)
43134871)

431348953
4313896
43134370
43134999
4313499
43135009

4313507
43135080




(s Xa Xy

naoOn onn [a X2 2ol

NnOoO

Te4

786

170

12

174

778
7719

80

190

900
201
9”0
i
992
"3
1
“us
1000
1001
1008
1020
1021
1022
1023
1024
102s
102

IFCIOL,.LE.9)3) 10 140
TFCISTACI,LI=VIL) 193,768,786
ACsMLAY=1, /2
Q(LAISI(LAY=(3L

Nvazt

67 10 180

TF(NNA,EQ,2)3) TO £90
Qcsu(Ld)

NMNAS?

G2 10 150

FLI5 LSS 33JA4 [SLaY)

l'(uﬁL.LE.0)31 ™ 7718
IF(INLLLE,0)3) 1D 778
TFCISTACS,L)=VIL)ITIS, 772,774
oC=nN(LAY=1J /72

QLAY =ALA) =23

NNAS)

€3 10 778

IF(NNALEN,2)3) TD 778
acs=a(LA)

NNARR

PAGE CHANGE

IF(J=18)790,773,7%)
PRINT 1067
PRINT 1023
PRINTY 1069
€7 10 173

N CHAMNGE , PEACE 3ISE

IPCI NE VY¥8)3) 1D 730
AN(S)sAN(1a)
AK(S)zax(14)

63 70 180

SECTION CIYNTER , FIAENCAMNANS CREEK TI 3UFFALD

IF(I.,LT,¥3%)5) 1O 180
PRINT 1090,L,4FF (L)
IF(M=2)1,165,901

caLL ExtY

FOINAT STATEHENTS

FIAVAT(1HI)

FORVMAT(1MY)

FIAUAT (20, #NJUSER IF SECTIING IN ZHANVELR,/)
FOAVAT(20X, v 4AVNENSS v  CHANGESH, /)

FNIMAT(20¢, 47,08 LOSSES AT SOJAN 1382,7)
FIQVAT (20X, AMANNINGS ZIEFFICIENTR, /)
FORVAT(/,20%,2<INEYIC EVERGY COEFe,/)
FNRMAT(/,20%,*SURIDITINE BYPASS (BALANZE lﬂ) INCREN) 3 o,12)
FORVMAT(10(S)

FIAVAT(H1S)

FORMAT (MY ,777/,80%, 19434812 DATA TAME)
FNRVATLC//,36%,20494E3T NAVY ISLAND SHAVVEL,//)
FOIVAT(/7, 346K, 2a4EAST NAVY [SLAND SHANVEL,//)
FIMAT(//7,90%, 142422400 CHANNEL,7/)
FARMAT(//,90%, 30MTINA4ANDA CHANVEL 3ELIA TIN 18,77)
FAIMAT(/77,100, L TATINARANDA CHANNEL,/7)
FIAVAT(/7,000,3049TIVANANDA CHANNEL AXIVE TIV 19,//7)
FARVAT(/7/7,34%, 2944881 TINANANIA TSLAYD CHAUNELY”/)

[ SORDPIRES 1 LSOO




TOOONANOO

1027 FORUMAT(//,34%,23HEAST TINAWANDA ISLAND CHANNEL,/7)

1029 FIMAT(/7,35¢,274F TN vANS CREEK T IIFFALDI,7/)

1030 FIIMAT(//7,90K, 30HC4T3244A CHANNEL AADVI! NAVY [8,//7)

1045 FOIVAT(P6X, 3432Co 44,940 a0 AQEA, 3X, %4, w): ELEV,3X,SAALDTH, 48X,
¢ SNLENGTH, 8¢, 24CH, /)

10S0 FOAINAT(6X, T, 09K, 163X, 15,6X,14,5%,15,8%,12)

1055 FIRMAT(SX, 29954AN4E L0 MJMRER INCINRECT, 2(5X,T12))

1050 FOAIMAT(RSX,14,5%,19,3%,22PFp,2,5X,1S5,5%,15,9%,12)

1063 FIQMAT([S.110)

1068 FIRVAT(SFIN,0)

106S FIRVAT(11F5, 1)

1066 FIRMAT(SFS,2,(5)

1067 FIAMAT(141,7,05%,20403 ARVY CIRIS IF ENS,/,37X,15HDETROIT DISTRICT
$e//,34X, 21 40ATEX SUAIFACE PRIFILEL/,TIX,224IACKAATER COUWPYTATLIING,
» /)

LTOAR FIRMAT(2X, 0480T, 9K, 344,3,,4X,140,9X,144,6X,149,6X,14R,8%,14L,
€ TXPIHN, A LAV 6N 244V, SN, 2HHT . 8X, SHAF I, 30, 544TITAL,2X» 4COZF,
* AN, AVV/2C0, 30, aENE5Y S,
¢ JX,8ANGH,/,
¢ 1IN AMELEV, /)

1070 FAIVAT(AX, 11, 3%,2377 ,2,2%,0PFT7,0,2¢,F7,0,2%,143,23X,F6,3)

1080 FIIMAT(IT7Y,P0,0,2%,%7,0,2%,14,2%,F3,2,3%,15,2%,85,4,9%.F%,3,2%,
¢ Fb, 3,24 F8,3,2%,=23F8,2,2%,03F4,2,20%X,Fa,1)

1090 FORMAT(/,104,394AFF(,11,4%) = ,F5,2)

1100 FIIVAT(TY)

1102 FIRIAT(//,44%,20MCIWPTLED 20 VAR 1974,//,44%,204PARAVMETER CaRD TAB
¢LE,7.52X, 0480 8,2777)

1103 FIINAT(/, 70X, 1 3HNISATIVE FLIW)

1104 FIINAT(//,5%, 14KMUIIZ L0 JALANCED)

1200 FIIVAT(21%,#¥EST NAVY 19 s «,19)
1201 FNQUAT(21X,+549T vAvy I8 s 4,15)
1202 FORVAT(21X, 224TPPANA SHANNEL s a,15)
1203 FORIMAT(21Y,«T]V C4 IELON TOV I3 3 »,I5)
1204 FORMAT(21X,»NEST TIVANANDA IS s a,19)
1205 FIIWAT(21x,»3AST TIVAANANDA IS 2 4,1%)
1206 FORVAT(21x,oT)V C4 A3IVE TNV IS 3 #,19)
$207 FIIVAT(PUX, eFITNCH49ANS CREE« = &, [5)
1208 FOIMAT(21x, 13,2 (SESTIIN #,[S,n)n)

1209 FIAVAT(24x, 352 NJ x »,[9)

1210 FIRVAT(24X,+.N%% 3 «,19%)

1211 FARVMAT(23X,13,2%,F5,4)

1212 FIRVAT (21X, 034ANNELI o, 18,4 3 4,F5,2)

213 FIAIVAT(P00,eTITAL JISZHARGE, CFS 3 #,F11,0)

1214 FNINAT (20X, #F 3w [N CALIPPANA CHANNEL 3 #,F7,0)

1215 FIIMAT (20X, 25004 IV AEST NAVY IS 3 #,F11,0)

1215 FIAIVAT(20x,4F QA IV AZST TOV 18 8 &, %12,0)

1217 FIIVAT(20X, #STARTING ELEVATION AT SLATIRS PIINT = o,F6,2)

1310 FIRVAT(IX, L4, 3X,=27F7,2,2X,0PF7,0,2%,F7,0,2%,14,23%,Fb6,3,04X,F4,2,
* 2%,FR,2)

6000 FIIVAT(/,5%, 1S94NAVY 18 A3 = ,21 5,2X,4N0 = ,2FR, 0,2X,S4KA 3 ,
¢ 11,2Y,S4J¢ = ,11)

8001 FNIVAT(/,S%,154T)4 13 A 3 L2101 §,2%,4A0 a ,2F8,0,2X,549KA = .
* 11,2%,54Jt 3 ,11)

8002 FIIVAT(//7,SApISHGIANYD 1S WS = ,216,2%,040 =&  2F8,0,2%,84«0 & ,
¢ D11,2%X,SH4JY 2 »11,2¢9542EV 3 ,1%,/7)

7400 FIAVAT(FL0,0,111)
END
SUIRJUTINE AALANCET(w1,42,3N3,1983,14%4,28,735,¢<4)
SUIROUTINE FIX IALANCING FLIWS IN JAIKAATER COMIUYTATIONS 0904

CALL MAME 3ALANCE
29 JAN 1949

CaN FIRTAAN 2EY 1
LNUPHTER )3 "vaER 17Y

to DTIC does not

CopY available o seproduction

pormit fully leg
B-130

vy P

6304003

030400%?
03040008
0904007
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o

PRICRAVUER FANC 4, JINV

AQZUMENTS=T 83, 1A% = 4,3, ELEVATIING (1V)
23=301 V)
25 = (W)
Ca=TVIEX

INPUT ELEVATIIVS AZ PIXED POINT

IF(XA,ER,2)3) TD &

NistaNy

A2z n8a

INFASIAS3=14%0

IFC(IOFA,€2,0)3) T3 7

Q33223

IFCINFA)S, 7,4

05s323¢4000,

¢l 10§

0SsnN3<q000,

KAs2

G0 10 8
193(903¢(N1=A2)4(23=323)/(Wwiea2eTA93+1080)) 0,00
QS2TQ=*100,

Xas}3

67 70 »

KAsy

RETURY

£Nd

SUSRJUTINE [NCEM(IIFA,1483,14581,23,¢4,J))
SUIRJUTINE FIX INCATUENTING FLOAS IN BACKAATER SOMPUTATIINS

CALL NAME INCSREVENT

29 Jan 1949

CARD FIRTRAN WV 9
COMPUTER Uy CY3ER 173
PRIGRAVMER FIAVNK 44 DJINN

ARGHVENTS=I4S3, 1438 » 4,8, ELEVATIOING (IV)
0s = A(IJIT)
CA=TNIEX

INPUT ELEVATIIVS AJE eIxEn 20INT

[OFARIASG«TNYS
1F(JJ,.60,2)3) 13 28
IDFARIOFA
[F(IDFA)3S,55,30
[F(1DF8)S5S5,55, 40
tF(10F3,6%,0)5) T 3§
JJjs2
IF(T10FL)aS,85,%0
053QS8=100,

69 7D o0

QSeNSe1 00,

GO T0 &0

KA = &

Jist

RETURN

[ 4 b
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09040139

09040179
09040189
0904019)

03040163|

090403040023
03040032
03040089
09040059
09040069
090007y

039040090
9304010

9304013)
0304018>
0904015
09040160
09040172




Q S 19 ty 1% 6 3% a9 1 1 ND SEC PER oM 313
1S a 23 5 3t SEC VO FIR ¥ CHMAVGE &3t
170 25409 35070 1700 1300 1
105 29509 55975 1900 3300 1
! 110 rTELY 36748 1775 2000 1
| 15 31500 36298 2350 ) 1
1
299 53209 56370 4500 $10) 2
20% 20500 3639 1650 2009 2
208 15100 36299 1700 2709 2
210 16109 35199 1700 1709 2
218 17909 55118 1709 3 2
{ 220 49590 3681 4050 2750 e 11 15
, 225 42191 int27 2450 3800 2 11 20 |
: 210 40409 35142 2400 8279 H s 25 i
! 23S 32910 56169 2500 7100 2 20 25 |
; 240 466990 35194 2150 3793 2 25 22 i
; 245 49501 36249 3759 800) 2 a5 80 |
! 250 47209 $624) 2150 $00) 2 35 10
; 255 45409 55285 2000 2792 2 20 23 ,
{ 250 41309 58275 3500 6203 2 LA T ]
: 245 38830 38300 3100 1509 2 17 0 ’
i 270 33190 56307 2325 180) 2 12 ° !
: 2715 36509 35315 2550 1799 2 1% ] |
290 42039 56321 2128 1809 2 14 ° i
295 $5400 55333 3500 ° 2 20 0 -
H
390 32400 35970 L LL 19%) 3
302 33300 $837% 1908 1109 '3
304 39299 $598) 3340 28%) 3
306 a1120 $5799 3800 4509 3
304 39912 55100 3500 7503 3 .
310 38570 36123 2700 872 3 |
312 2331 35200 27190 1999 3
314 37891 $5200 3850 1300 3
316 35799 35293 3760 1859 3
LT 37270 59209 3350 1600 3 |
320 315240 $8200 3249 2150 3 i
322 383390 $5200 2850 2800 3
324 Q1010 56200 2%00 0000 3
325 33079 $6200 2400 30 3
326 33070 $6200 2900 3909 3
329 23340 58200 2050 0009 3
330 37399 $5200 255N 3220 3
332 33010 35200 1500 1400 3
334 33749 58200 1510 2609 3
334 35539 35200 1820 2800 3
384 35930 $6200 1780 2200 3
3490 3493) 56200 1750 1802 3
342 35470 58200 1840 2209 3
3o 33539 $5200 1700 2009 3
sas 36539 $6200 1850 4939 3
FLL) 38129 38200 1550 1600 3
359 3130 58200 1320 170) 3
352 22999 58200 2000 2689 3
354 28130 55399 1500 150 3
354 27190 34307 1900 1509 3
35A 25191 36314 1589 1759 3
360 24591 §6322 1800 2350 3
142 31700 $6154 232% 0 3
3
B-132
el e




400
(113
"
315
920
42S

$00
$0S
$19
1S
520
52%
$30
$38
g4
542
sas
sa7
550
55%
$60
$62
L 1Y
568
$69
S70
L2141
$712
$73
§74
578
111
L3124
L2 L]
$19
580
S8
$82
9%
S84
ses
S44
$87
S8a
$49
$30
$91
$32
$3%
3%
600
60S
(11 ]
1S
820

116 116

arn an
[ ]
210000

79149
5540
$222
3099
4339
8549

ST100
86700
a879n
38400
800919
39971
41539
42329
40429
932)
8413)
40990
40690
45000
e0700
84800
31809
27009
20709
20730
2509%0
28870
24930
25130
208130
24450
24120
24090
2SN
25119
22739
25A70
26410
25430
2632)
26129
30360
31730
32240
33340
3353199
29440
35020
39200
47699
803119
9793
125990
173870

116 t1s 118
277 233 237
[ ]

3

56200
56134
56203
56204
5562046
§$6212

563312
§5%a3
56358
56366
356367
§6370
$6333
55911
§$6329
$§514%3
56159
$55127%
$5349
3563500
553527
$6339
56351
358369
§6357%
56393
56550
55950
358459
38460
35470
§6870
556590
8490
$8710
35710
$8729
$87%0
569900
$6%00
$6910
56810
§6310
$6940
$8910
$694)
36370
56873
56702
$8733
S67sa
$479S
58919
56847
$8870

)
200 240

400
325
430
200
400
600

6125
5400
31590
1909
1900
1680
1530
157%
1730
1736
1850
1830
1699
1549
1290
1229
1285
1340
15810
1510
1520
1560
1509
1500
1630
1830
1680
1630
15870
1679
1570
1670
t720
1960
1780
1730
1780
1930
2020
2080
2150
2540
3040
3170
4435
6180
7080
s2vo
9360

200
3509
292
202
1699

200)
2700
1599
399
609
10
632
650
602
530
61)
65)
69)
740
44
$30
723
360
393
519
100
103
100
109
109
109
10)
100
100
100
109
100
100
100
10y
109
180
199
103
109
880
ay
1200
990
AS)
13 8.4
1230
88

1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1978
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1978
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973

1973
1978
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973
197%
1973
197%
1073
1973
1978
1973
1314 )
t973
o7
1973
1073
1e73
1973
1973
197%
197y
1973
1973
1973

uuuuuu\uuuauuauumuumwuu\nmuuuuuuuuwanunuwuumumummuwua...a..

200 223 225 280 2e0 2%

1973

() )
coND
SOND
cONd
caNd
coND
(<4} ]
cow
cov
covwd
<avd
oV
Sovd
oY
Z0vD
s L 1]
20vd
< L L)
Sovd
covd
coNd
cow
covd
SON

<0
cond
oY)
SOW
o
0¥
cow
coND
cow
OA D]
covd
coNd
covw
S0V
SNvdD
cavo
S0V
SNND
covd
0%
<0vo
0V
S0vo
S0vD
covo







